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Canute

CANUTE or CNUT (994 P-1035), called
the Great, and by Scandinavian writers the
Mighty and the Old, king of the English,
Danes, and Norwegians, was the younger
son of Sweyn, king of Denmark, by Sigrid,
widow of Eric the Victorious, king of Sweden
(Apam BgEewM. ii. 87). In his charters his
name is written Cnut, and sometimes Knu®,
in Norsk it is Cniitr, and in Latin correctly
Cnuto. The name is one peculiar to the
Danish royal family., The form Canutus is
a corruption ; it is, however, as old as the
canonisation of the later king of that name
by Paschal II about 1100 (ArLvoTH, Vite
8. Kanuti, ap. LANGEBEK, Scrip. Rer. Dan.
iii. 340, 382; FrEEMAN, Norman Conguest,
i.442). While, then, Canute is certainly an
incorrect form, it has obtained such sanction
as wide and long use can give. Sweyn had
apostatised, but some time after the birth of
Cnut he again became a christian, and was
rebaptised. As a boy, then, Cnut must have
been a pagan, but he seems to have received
baptism before 1013, and possibly before
1000, the date of the battle of Swold, won
by Sweyn, as it seems, after his conversion,
and by his allies, the Swedes. At his baptism
Cnut received the name of Lambert (comp.
Chron. Erici, LANGEBEE, i. 158; ADAM
Brewy. ii. 87, 38, 49, and Schol. 38). He
is said to have urged his father to invade
England in 1018 (Erc. Emme, i. 3); he
sailed with him, and must therefore have
landed at Sandwich, and thence gone round
to Gainsborough, where Sweyn received the
submission of Earl Uhtred of Northumbria,
and of all the Danish part of the kingdom.
Crossing Watling Street into the purely Eng-
lish districts, the host advanced to London,
ravaging all the country. Being repulsed
from London, the Danes marched westwards,
and all Wessex submitted to Sweyn, who
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was now acknowledged as ¢ full king’ (4.-S.
Chron. 1013). London gave hostages to
him, and Athelred fled to Normandy. Thus
Cnut’s conquest only completed and confirmed
the work of his father (Norman Conguest, i.
399). According to one writer, Sweyn, be-
lieving his end to be near, talked much with
his son concerning the art of government and
the christian religion (Erc. Emme, i. 5).
His death, however, was unexpected, and the
gifts Cnut afterwards made to the monas-
tery of Bury seem to show that he shared the
general belief that it wasdue to the vengeance
of St. Eadmund. Sweyn died on the road
from Gainsborough to Bury on 3 Feb. 1014.
His son Harold succeeded him in Denmark,
and the Danish fleet chose Cnut to be king of
England. The ¢ witan, however, sent after
Zthelred, and declared every Danish king
an outlaw. Aithelred returned to England
during Lent. Meanwhile Cnut remained at
Gainsborough until Easter (17 April), evi-
dently gathering togetheras large a ?orce ashe
could, 1n order to crush the newly awakened
energy of the English, Following his father’s
example, he now made an agreement with the
people of Lindesey that they should supply
him with horses, an indispensable step to-
wards inland conquest, and then join his army
in ravaging the country. Before he could
set out Athelred marched into Lindesey at
the head of a great host, and forced Cnut and
his Danes to flee. They sailed to Sandwich,
and there Cnut cut off the hands, ears, and
noses of the hostages his father had taken,
and put them ashore. He then returned to
Denmark.

Meanwhile the Norwegians shook off the
Danish yoke. Olaf Haroldsson (the saint),
a Norwegian sea-king, had carried Athelred
from Normandy to Englandin hisships, Fore-
seeing that the English war would call for all
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Onut’s strength,and knowing that thebravest
Denes were with him, and among them Erie,
the earl of Norway, he landed in that country,
and by the spring of 1015 obtained the crown
( Corpus Poeticum Boreale,ii. 116, 127, 158).
According to a strange story, Cnut, on land-
ing in Denmark, asked his brother Harold to
divide his kingdom with him. Harold re-
fused, and Cnut let the matter drop for the
time (Enc. Emme, ii.2). In another account
the Danes are said to have deposed Harold
on account of his slothful and unwarlike cha~
racter, and to have chosen his brother king
in his stead, but, subsequently becoming im~
patient at Cnut’s long absence, to have again
chosen Harold, who reigned until his death
(Chron. Erici, LaNa. i. 168). It seems pro-
bable that Cnut, on his return at the head of
a powerful fleet devoted to his service, became
at least virtual sovereign of the country; that
some time later (during Cnut’s second absence
in England, 1015-19) Harold regained the
authority he had lost while his abler brother
was in the country, and that Harold died
before Cnut returned to Denmark from his
second visit to England.

Having thus lost England, Cnut is said to
have prepared himself for its reconquest by
two suceessful campaigns against t%e Slavs
dwelling on the south coast of the Baltic in
Sclavia and Sembia. The two brothers are
also represented as acting together. They
went to Poland and brought back with them
their mother, who was the daughter of Mie-
ceslas, the last duke, and on their return they
received the body of their father Sweyn, which
was sent over from England by an English
lady,and buried it with great pomp at Roskild
(Ene. Emme, ii. 8).

Cnut eagerly set himself to raise a suffi-
cient force for a fresh invasion of En, land,
and with the help of his half-brother, Olaf of
Sweden, he equipped a splendid fleet (ADAM
Brem. il 50). A E:omise from Earl Thurkill
thathe would join him with his ships, whether
delivered in person or not, decided the date
of his departure. He sailed from Denmarlk
in 1015, perhaps accompanied by his brother
Harold and by the earl (TaIETMAR, vii. 28),
though Harold’s presence may at least be
doubted (Enc. Emme, ii. 4); while thestate-
ment that Thurkill went ‘with the fleet de-
pends on his identity with s, Thurgut spoken
of by Thietmar, Chut landed at Sandwich,
Thence he sailed round the coast to the mouth
of the Frome, and harried Dorset (the sack of
the monastery of Cerne is specially recorded,
Mon. ii. 625) and Wiltshire and’ Somerset.
He met with no opposition. Athelred la; sick

y
at Corshal.:n, and the mtheling Eadmund and
Earl Eadric were at enmity with each other,

Eadric joined Cnut, bringing forty ships with
him, and by Christmas Wessex submitted
to the Danish king and supplied him with
horses. Early in 1016 Cnut crossed .the
Thames at Cricklade and ravaged Warmgk—
shire; thence he passed over to Bedfordshire,
and then led his host by Stamford and Not-
tingham to York (4.-8S. Ckron.1016; OTHERE,
Corp. Poet, Bor.1i.176). There Uhtred and
all Northumbria submitted to him. Never-
theless he treacherously allowed Uhtred to
be slain by his private enemies, and gave his
earldom to Eric, who had married his sister
Estrith (S1meoN, ap. TWYsDEN, col. 81). At
York he stayed some time to gather his forces,
Aithelred was now dead, and on hearing of
his death Cnut appears to have sailed to
Southampton, and to have held a meeting
of the witan there, at which he was chosen
king, and the great men present at it re-
nounced the sons of Athelred, and swore to
obey him (Fror. Wie. i. 173 ; Norman Con~
quest, i. 418). The silence of the chronicles,
however, throws some doubt on this story.
Meanwhile the Londoners made Zthelred’s
son, Eadmund, king in hisstead. On7 May
Cnut laid siege to London. The invadingfleet
issaid to have consisted of 340 ships, each con-
taining eighi;y men (THIETMAR), and as the
river was defended by London Bridge, Cnut
made a canal along the south side of it, and so
drew his ships to the west of the bridge (A.-8.
Chron. ; FLORENCE, i. 178 ; Lithsmen’s ong,
Corp. Poet, Bor. ii. 108). ~ Eadmund left the
city to gather a force in Wessex, and it was
perh?s now that Emma, Athelred’s wi
in order to give her stepson time to cg
the relief of the city, entered into pfgotia-
tions with Cnut, and that he was thus for the
first time brought into communication with
her (THIBTMAR). Cnut was forced to march
westwards with part of his army to meet
Eadmund, and after two engagements the
Danes broke u]i{the siege; it was again formed
and again broken u% and Cnut, foiled in
his attempt to take London, seems to have
meade the Medway the headquarters of his
fleet, and to have thence sent out expeditions
to plunder. A vigorous attack was made on
his army in Kent y the English under:Ead-
mund, who drove him and his men into Shep-
Ppey with great loss. The total failure of his
e.erdgtlon now seemed certain, but the Eng-
lish king was hindered from followirig up his
ls:cceﬁ; qndlthe lga.nfe:g:vere thus enabled to
ave their place of refuge. The struggle, the
details of which must be reserved for the life
of Eadmund, ended in the battle of Assandun,
a SE;E which may be identified by the hill of
Ashington in Essex, There Cnut met an
army gathered from every part of England.
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After a stubborn battle lasting throughout | chosen king, and he received the oaths of the

the day, and even by moonlight, the English
gave way; the retreat soon became a rout,
and ‘all the flower of the English race was
there destroyed’ (A4.-S. Chron.)

Cnut followed the English king into Glou-
cestershire. Great as his victory was, he
knew that Eadmund might once more gather
strength, and he therefore consented to make
terms with him. The two kings met on the
isle of Olney in the Severn, near Deerhurst.
Henry of Huntingdon’s story of a combat
between them, and that told by William of
Malmesbury of a challenge sent by Eadmund
and refused by Cnut, may both be set aside
as mythical. At Olney the land was divided.
Cnut took the northern part; Wessex re-
mained to Eadmund (¢6.) This seems all
that can be said with absolute certainty about
the agreement. By supplying a defective
passage in Florence from Roger of Wendover,
1t appears that Eadmund’s share also included
East Anglia and Essex with London,and that
he kept the crown of the kingdom, Cnut being
anunder-king (FLor.W16.i.178;; Roe. WEND.
i.459). On the other hand, Henry of Hunt-
ingdon (756), though he is probably wrong,
assigns London and the headship of the king-
dom to Cnut. The Londoners ‘bought peace’
of the Danes, and the fleet took up winter
quartersthere (4.-8.Chron.; Lithsmen’s Song,
Corp. Poet. Bor.ii. 108). Eadmund was slain
80 Nov. There is no trustworthy evidence
that Cnut had any hand in this opportune
event. No English writer accuses him of it,
and the story in the ¢ Knytlinga Saga’ that
he employed Eadric to slay him is unworthy
of belief. Saxo (193) speaks of the belief
that he was put to death by Cnut’s order,
without accepting the story. Henry of Hunt-
ingdon gives a detailed account of the mur-
der of the king by Earl Eadric; he there makes
Eadric boast of his deed to Cnut, who there-
upon has him slain, even as David did by him
who declared that he had put Saul to death.
There seems no reason for doubting that the
king met a violent death ; that he was slain
by Eadric is certainly probable, and while
there is nothing to prove that Cnut instigated
the murder, it was done in his interest by
men who believed that they had good cause
to expect that he would reward them for
it. On the death of Eadmund, Cnut imme-
diately called the witan to London, and, when
the assembly had met, bade those who were
present at the conference at Olney declare
what had been settled there about the suc-
cession. They answered that Eadmund had
assigned no part of his kingdom to his bro-
thers; but Florence (i. 179) says that their
testimony was false. Cnut was then formally

witan ; and when perhaps a fuller assembly
had been gathered, his kingship was generally
acknowledged. The great men and the people
swore to obey him, and he made oath to them
in return (¢b. 180).

Cnut was about twenty-two when he as-
cended the throne in the first days of 1017.
In spite of the formal. election and oaths
which accompanied his accession, he had
really won the kingdom by the sword, and in
order to render his position secure he indulged
his naturally stern and revengeful temper by
putting several of the most powerful English-
men to death. Among these were Eadric,
by whose treasons against his natural lord he
had often profited, and Athelweard, the son
of Athelmzer, the patron of Alfric the Gram-
marian [q. v.] An #theling named Eadwig
was banished and afterwards slain by his or-
ders, and with him, too, was banished another
Eadwig, called the ‘ceorls’ king.” It is gene-
rally asserted on the authority of Florence of
Worcester that the sons of Eadmund were sent
to Olaf of Sweden that he might slay them,
but that they were saved from death and sent
into Hungary. There is,however, good reason
for believing that for ¢ ad regem Suuavorum’
should be read ‘ ad regem Sclavorum, that
Cnut sent the children to his brother-in-law
Boleslas,and that Mieceslas, his nephew, sent
them safely to Russia (STEENSTRUP, Nor-
mannerne, 1ii. 305). The two sons of Athel-
red were with their mother at the court of
Richard, duke of the Normans, who might
have been disposed to take up his sister’s
cause. Cnut, however, avoided this danger
by his marriage with her. Emma, or, as the
English called her, £lfgifu, whom Kthelred
married ¢ before August’ in 1002, must have
been about ten years older than her new hus-
band. Nevertheless, the marriage need not
have been one of mere policy, for she was re-
markably beautiful. Cnut was already the
lover of another Alfgifu, sometime, it is said,
the mistress of Olaf of Norway [see ZELFGIFU
of Northampton]. By her he had two sons,
Harold and Sweyn. Emma, therefore, before
she accepted his offer, stipulated that, should
she bear the king a son, no other woman’s son
should succeed to the kingdom, and to this
Cnut agreed (Enc. Emme, 1i. 16).

In 1018 Cnut levied a heavy danegeld of
72,000 pounds, besides 15,000 which he took
from London alone. With this money he
paid off his Danish forces and sent them away,
keeping only forty ships with their crews, who
formed the nucleus of his body of ¢ hus-carls.”
And in the same year he held a gemot at Ox-
ford, where Danes and English joined to-
gether in the observance of ‘ Eadgar’s law.’
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The phrase denotes a renewal of the gogd go-
verm!;xent under which men had lived in the
reign of Eadgar, when both races dwelt to-
gether onterms of perfect equality, each being
Judged by its own law, though indeed the
difference between the systems was scarcely
more than one of name, From this time
Cnut appears in England as a wise and just
ruler. He reigned as a native king, and
though he was 1g<}xl'd of vast dominions he ever
treated England as the chief of all. He con-
stantly visited his other kingdoms, but he
made his home here, and while he ruled else-
where by viceroys he made this country the
seat of his government, so that in his reign
England was, as it were, the head of a north-
ern empire (ADAM BREM. ii. 63). Yot even
here he adopted something of an imperial
system of government; for, following out the
policy already pursued by Eadgar, he divided
the kingdom intofourearldoms, and entrusted
the administration of each part to a single
eerl, just as each of the four divisions of
the &erman land and race was under its
own duke (S1UBBs, Const, Hist. i. 202, where
the feudal tendency of this arrangement is
marked). The highest offices in church and
state were open to Englishmen. Ethelnoth
was archbishop of Canterbury, Godwine earl
of Wessex. During his later years, indeed,
whenhe saw fit to banish certain Danish earls
from England, he filled their places with
Englishmen, and so ‘ Danish names gradually
disappear from the charters and are succeeded
by English names’ (Norman Conguest,i.476).

Having set in order his new kingdom,
Cnut visited Denmark in 1019, using for
his voyage the forty ships he had retained.
He took with him Eng]l;shmen as well as
Danes, and Godwine is said to have gained
his favour by doing him good serviee in &
war he made during this visit against the
Wends (Hay. HuNT. 757). On his return
to England in 1020 he was present at the
consecration of the church at Assandun that
he and Earl Thurkill had built to commemo-
rate the victory over Eadmund. The chro-
nicler notes that the building was ¢of stone
and lime,’ for in that well-wooded district
timber would have been the natural and less
costly material to use. ‘Whulfstan, arch-
bishop of York (the see of Canterbury was
vacant),
the ceremony was one of national impor-
tance. The foundation must have been
small, for the church was served by a single
secular priest. Cnut was a liberal ecclesi-
astical benefactor, generally favouring the
mon}{s rather than the secular clergy. He
rebuilt the church of St. Eadmund at Bury,
evidently as an atonement for the wrong his

and many bishops were there, and | b

father had done the saint, turned out the-
secular clerks, and filled their places with a
colony of monks brought from the monas-
tery of Hulm in Norfoll (WiLL. MALy. Geste
Reg. ii. 181, Gesta Pontiff. 161 ; M_ona&twa’_n,
iii, 135, 137). The solemn translation of the
body of Archbishop Zlfheah from St. Paul’s
to the metropolitan church in 1028 doubt~
less had a political as well as a religious
significance. The English saw that the days
ofgglunder by the heathen-men were over
for ever, and that the Danish king delighted
to honour the martyr whose death made him
a national hero. Another of his acts of de-
votion has been held to cast a suspicion
upon him, for in 1032 he visited Glaston-
bury, and after praying before the tomb of
hisrival Eadmund offered on it a pall worked
with the various huesof the peacock. He also
gaveacharter tothemonastery (Wit Maty,
1. 184, 185). He appears as a benefactor at
Canterbury, Winchester, Ely, Ramsey, and
elsewhere. He held English churchmen in
high esteem. He admitted Lyfing, abbot of
Tavistock, and afterwards (1027) bishop of
Crediton, to intimate friendship, and took
him with him on his journeys to Denmark
and Rome (WILL. MALM, Gesia Pontiff. 200).
Archbishop Ethelnoth evidently had con-
siderable influence over him. He took many
clergy from England to Denmark, and ap-
pointed some of them tobishoprics there. One
or more of these bishops were consecrated by
the English metropolitan. This ‘brought the
king into communication with Unwan, arch~
bishop of Hamburg. Unwan seized Ger-
brand, who had been consecrated to the see
of Roskild by Athelnoth in 1022, and made
him profess ‘obedience to him, and wrote to
Onut to complain of this infringement of
the rights of his see. Cnut was glad to
oblige "the powerful metropolitan of the
north, and took care that such matters
should be arranged as he wished for the
future. Whatever headship England had
among the dominions of the Danish king, it
was not to give the church of Canterbury
metropolitan rights over them (ADpAwu BrEM.
11.53). Cout’smunificence extended to forei
churches, and by the advice of Zithelnoth he.
greatly helped the building of the cathedral
of Chartres. His devout I;sbers.lit took men
y surprise. Both he and his fat{er Swe;
seem to have been looked or as heathens
Christendom at large until Cnut exhibited
himself as the most zealous of christian kings.
The affairs of the north were little known, and
Cnut, in spite of his baptism, gave men little
cause to deem him a christian until after his
accession. A contempor writer, Ademar
of Chabannes, states that © was converted
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after he came to the throne (Recueil, x. 156),
and Fulbert, bishop of Chartres, writing
in 1020 or 1021 to thank him for the gifts
he had made to his church, implies that up
to that time he had believed that he was a
pagan (¢b. 466). In a legend of St. Eadgyth,
told by William of Malmesbury, Cnut is re-
presented as led by his heathen prejudices
to despise the English saints. He especially
mocked at the sanctity of Eadgyth as the
daughter of Eadgar, whom he pronounced a
lusttul tyrant. Adthelnoth rebuked him, and
the saint herself rose up to convince him of
his sin (WILL. MALM. Gesta Pontiff. 190).
The story is foolish enough, but taken in con-
nection with the assertions that Cnut acted
by the advice of Athelnoth in sending gifts
to Chartres, and that the archbishop accom-
panied him on his visit to Glastonbury, it
perhaps suggests that ZEthelnoth was the
means of turning the king from a mere
nominal christianity, such as he professed
when he mutilated the hostages in 10183, to
a zeal for the faith and a life not wholly
unworthy of it. The belief of Fulbert and
Ademar as to the king’s heathenism was of
course connected with the fact that ¢ pagani’
was the recognised description of the Danes.

Under the year 1022 it is said in the
Anglo-Saxon Chronicle that Cnut ‘went out
with his ships to Wiht,’ and the next year he
is described as returning to England. These
-entries have been satisfactorily explained as
referring to an expedition to Wihtland in
Esthonia (STEENSTRUP, Normannerne, iii.
3823). Earl Thurkill was outlawed from
England in 1021. Nevertheless, before Cnut
left Denmark to return hither after this ex-
pedition, he appointed the earl ruler of Den-
mark on behalf of one of his sons. This son
was probably Sweyn, the son of Elfgifu of
Northampton, The king brought Thurkill’s
son back with him as a hostage for his father’s
good behaviour. About this time he banished
Earl Eric from England, and & few years
later his own nephew Hakon, giving their
English earldoms to Englishmen,

Cout’s pilgrimage to Rome, assigned in
the Chronicle to 1031, took place in 1026-7,
for he assisted at the coronation of the em-
peror Conrad on 26 March 1027 (Wiro, c.
16; StervaT, Corp. Poet. Bor. ii. 136). On
his way he gave rich gifts to the various mo-
nasteries to which he came. At St. Omer
the writer of the ‘¢ Encomium Emme’ saw
him and marvelled at his devotion and mu-
nificence. He sent to England an account
of his visit to Rome in a letter addressed to
the archbishops, bishops, and all the English
gentle and simple. He tells his people how
his pilgrimage, vowed some time before, had

been put off by press of business, and how
glad he was that he had at last seen all the
holy places at Rome; he describes how
honourably he had been received by the pope
and the emperor, and says that he had ob-
tained promises from the emperor and from
Rudolf of Burgundy that merchants and pil-
grims of England and Denmark should not
be oppressed on their way to Rome, and
from the pope that some abatement should
be made in the large sums demanded from
his archbishops in return for the pall, and
that he had made a vow to reign well and
amend whatever he had done amiss as a ruler
(FLor. Wie. 1. 186; Wirr. MaTm. ii. 183).
The whole letter shows his warm-hearted-
ness and his confidence in the sympathy of
his people. 'While, however, there is much
that is noble in it, there is something also of
the simplicity of the backward civilisation
of Scandinavia. By a treaty arranged by
Archbishop Unwan, Cnut’s daughter Gun-
hild was betrothed to the emperor’s son
Henry, and Conrad gave the Danish king
the march of Sleswic and accepted the Eider
as the boundary hetween Denmark and Ger-
many (ADAM BREM. ii. 54).

‘When Cnut was firmly established on the
English throne, he sent messengers to Olaf
Haroldsson, demanding that he should hold
Norway as his earl and pay him tribute. On
Olaf’s refusal he set about creating a party
for himself in Norway, and spent money
freely in bribing the Norwegians to be faith-
less to their king (Stemvar, 4), Olaf sought
to strengthen himself by forming an alliance
with the king of Sweden. About 1026itseems
thatanother dangeralso wasthreatening Cnut
in the north, for Ulf, the husband of his sister
Estrith, is said to have tried to make one of
hissonsking of Denmark in his place. Besides
the discontent that Cnut’s absence from his
paternal kingdom would naturally occasion,
it is probable that his active christianity
was unacceptable to some part of his Danish
subjects (Ann. Hildesheim.1035). He went
over to Denmark probably in 1026, and Ulf
is said to have submitted to him. He then
sailed to meet the allied fleets of Norway
and Sweden, which were ravaging Scania.
After a fierce engagement in the Helga river
the Danes were worsted (A.-S. Chron. 1025 ;
Saxo, 195; Ann. Isl. an. 1027 ; according to
Othere’s song they stopped the foray, Corp.
Poet. Bor. i1. 156). After the battle, in
which many Englishmen are said to have
fallen, Cnut, as the story goes, picked a
quarrel with Ulf and had him assassinated
in St. Lucius Church at Roskild (Laine,
Hermskringla, ii. c. 163). That he caused
UIf to be put to death there is no reason to
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doubt, and while there is no evidence that
he acted unjustly, the killing in the church
is perhaps almost too startling to be a mere
invention, and if it took place it would of
course have been an outrage on the feelings of
the age. Cnut continued to intrigue with
the subjects of Olaf, and he did so with such
good effect that, when in 1028 he again sailed
to Norway, Olaf was forced to flee. In1030
Olaf made an attempt to regain his throne,
but he was defeated and slain by Onut’s
party at Stikelstead. By his death Cnut

ained secure possession of Norway. Besides
]gus three kingdoms of England, Denmark,
and Norway, he reigned over certain Slavic
peoples on’ the coast of the Baltic, whose
lands are described as Sclavia and Sembia
(S4x0,196, note, 212). On the authority of
Florence of Worcester he is said to have de-
scribed himself in the Roman letter as ‘king
of part of the Swedes” He certainly was
never in any sense king of, the Swedes, and
the Eassage has been satisfactorily explained
by the suggestion that there has been a con-
fusion between ‘scl’ and ‘su,’ and that it
refers to his Slavic subjects (STEENSTRUP,
Normannerne, iii. 827-80). His dominions
are constantly spoken of as an empire, and
nowinimperial fashion he committed Norway
to his son Sweyn, whom he sent thither in
1030 under the charge of his mother and
Earl Hakon. Harthacnut, the son of Emma,
also was made ruler of Denmark,

The defeat of the Northumbrians by the
Scots at Carhem in 1018 only concerns the
gi:onn.l history of Cnut in so far as it led

im in after years to force the Scottish king
to acknowledge his superiority. Although
the submission of Malcolm was of the same
vague character as earlier instances of ‘ com-
mendation,’ the relationship thus established
served to confirm the Scottish claim to Lo-
thian, and the addition of this purely English
land to the Scottish crown was the beginning
of a momentous change in the character of
the monarchy. Cnut seems to have actually
entered Scotland before Malcolm’s submis-
sion, and this display of his strength induced
two under-kings, Maelbeth and Jehmare,
dwelling ‘north of Fife, to submit them-~
selves to him in like manner. These events
are placed in the Anglo-Saxon Chronicle
under 1031, but they certainly happened
before Olaf’s flight in 1028 (StervAT, Corp.
Poet. Bor. ii. 188, 184). The description of
Cnut as king of the Irish and the Islanders
(Hebndeans% given by a contemporary poet
(OraERE, Corp. Poet. Bor. ii. 162, 157) and
the coins minted with his name at Dublin go
far to prove that the Ostmen looked on him
as their head, With the Welsh Cnut does

not seem to have been brought into any per-
sonal connection. From the comtradictory
notices of his relations with the Norman
duchy it seems that after he had put Tl to
death he gave his sister Estrith, the earl’s
widow, in marriage to Duke Robert, who
hated her and put her away ; that Robert de-
manded that the mthelings should be allowed
to return, and that restoration should be made
to them; and that on Cnut’s refusal the duke
fitted out & fleet for the invasion of England,
but that many of his ships were wrecked off’
Jersey, and so the expedition was abandoned
(RUDOLF GILABEE, iv. 6; Saxo, 193; Per.
OxaT, ap. LaNe. ii. 205 ; WILL. oF JumMIkens,
vi. 10; WrLL. Mazy. 1. 180, who says that
some remains of the shattered fleet were to.
be seen at Rouen in his day; Norman Con-
quest, i. 520-8). It was probably in order
to strengthen himself against any possible
attacks from Normandy that Cnut made
alliance with William V, duke of Aquitaine
and count of Poitou (ADEMAR, 149).

Cnut’s table of laws, ‘decreed with the
consent of the witan ’ at some uncertain date,
contains no absolutely new principles or cus-
toms. It is divided into ecclesiastical and
civil laws. The command with which i6
opens, that men ‘should ever love and wor-
ship one God and love King Cnut with right
truthfulness,’ breathes the spirit of the king’s
government and puts forward the religious
duty of loyalty, still a somewhat new idea in
our constitution ; this is further illustrated
by the comparison between breaches of the
peace in a church and in the king’s house.
Sundays are to be strictly observed. - The
gayment of tithes and of other ecclesiastical

ues is enforced, and all men are bidden to
live in chastity, a command which leads one
to suppose that the king had then separated
from Alfgifu of Northampton. The civil
laws are for the most part re-enactments,
and in some eases developments, of the legis-
lation of earlier kings, and especially of
Eadgar, and may be looked on as the expla-
nation of the agreement in ¢ Eadgar’s law’
made by the men of both races at the Oxford
agsembly. Among the most noteworthy pro-
visions are the list given of cases which the
king reserved for his own court, the later pleas
of the crown, and the few, virtually nominal,
differences recognised between Danish and
English customs; such as the fine paidb?' the
Englishman under the name of ¢wite’ and
by the Dane under that of ‘lah-slite’ (THOREB,
Ancient Laws, 1562). The forest constitu-
tions which bear Cnut’s name dre, at least as
they have come down to us, a later compila-
tion. All that is known for certain about
his legislation on this matter is contained in
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his laws, cap. 81: ‘ And I will that every
man be entitled to his hunting in wood and
in field on his own possessions ; and let every
one forego my hunting. Beware where I
will have it untrespassed on under penalty
of full wite” The payment of heriots en-
forced by caps. 71, 72, and said to have
been introduced by Cnut, has been shown to
have been exacted before his time, and the
¢ presentment .of Englishry,” attributed to
him by the so-called ¢ Laws of Eadward the
Confessor, belongs to the Norman period
( Const. Hist. 1. 196, 200, 206). The crews of
the forty Danish ships retained by Cnut
became the origin of the permanent band of
royal guards, named ¢ hus-carls, which was
kept up until the Conquest. This force is
sald by Saxo (196) to have consisted of as
many as 6,000 men, but this is probably an
exaggeration. Cnut drew up regulations
for 1ts discipline, which are described by
Saxo and are given in detail by Sweyn Ag-
geson (Leges Castrensium, LaNe. iil. 139;
TaorPE). The hus-carls have been fre-
quently compared with the comitatus; their
distinctly stipendiary character, however,
seems to make the comparison invalid (caps.
6,7). While some of the regulations have
a suspiciously modern tone (e.g. cap. 14),
there is no reason to doubt that they sub-
stantially represent the king’s worl. The
force received many foreign recruits, and
among them the famous Wendish prince Go-
descalc, who stayed with Cnut until the king’s
death.  Godescalc is said to have married
Siritha, the daughter of Sweyn, the son of
Estrith, Cnut’s sister (Saxo, 208, 230). She
is called Cnut’s daughter by Helmold ( Chron.
Slav. c. 19, comp. also Chron. Slav. ¢.18,14,
ap. LANDENBRO@, Rerum Germ. Scriptores),
and simply the daughter of the king of the
Danes by Adam of Bremen (iii. 18). Al-
though Siritha must have been a young
wife for Godescalc if she was Cnut’s great
niece, Saxo is probably right. She certainly
was not the daughter either of Emma or of
Alfgifu of Northampton. The assertion
(Norman Conquest, i. 649) that she is called
¢Demmyn’ arises from a misreading of the
¢Chronicon Slavorum’in Landenbrog’s ‘Scrip-
tores’ quoted above. Cnut’s reign gave Eng-
land eighteen years of peace ; it was a period
of law and order, during which national life
was born again after it had been crushed by
the disasters and jealousies of the reign of
ZBthelred and by the terrible slaughter of
Assandun. The distinetly English character
of Cnut’s reign isclosely connected with the
rise of Godwine. After his good service in
the Wendish war, the king gave him to wife
Giytha, the sister of UIf, his brother-in-law.

During the whole reign he held the highest
place in the king’s favour, he was the foremost
man in his court, and his appointment to the
‘West-Saxon earldom made him second only
to the king ( Vita Ead. 392-3).

Cnut’s character -is represented in dark
colours in the ¢ Northern Kings’ Lives” In
oneimportant case, his alleged unfair dealings
with his Norwegian supporter, Calf Arnason,
the editors of the ¢ Corpus Poeticum Boreale’
have shown that the compiler of the liveshas
wronged him. That he was the enemy of
St. Olaf is sufficient reason for the unfavour-
able light in which he is represented by
northern writers. From the more trustworthy
songs of his contemporaries comes a picture
of the king as a mighty ruler, wise, politic,
and crafty, a lover of minstrelsy and a patron
of poets. They exhibit a man endowed with
a remarkable power of judging the characters
of others, and of using them to forward his
own interests. His craftinessis abundantly
proved by his intrigues in Norway, and the
natural cruelty and violence of his temper
surely need no special proofs, Only indeed
as the natural bent of his disposition is ap-
prehended can the extraordinary restraint
that he put on himself be duly appreciated.
As abountifulpatron of the church hispraises
are loudly proclaimed by our chroniclers, and.
even if they had been silent his laws and the
general character of his reign as an English
king would tell the same story. Of the two
most famous stories told of him, the rebulke
that he is said to have given to the flattery
of his courtiers is preserved by Henry of
Huntingdon (758), who adds that thence-
forward he would never wear his crown, but
hung it on the head of the crucified Lord.
The other tale, which represents him going
in his barge to keep the feast of the Purifica~
tion with the monks of Ely, and bidding his
men listen to chanting which as he came
near was heard rising from the church, is
from the Ely historian (GALE, iii. 441), who
gives the words of the song Cnut is said to
have made at the time:—

Merio sungen e muneches binnen Ely,
Pa Cnut ching reu Ser by ;

Rowe?3 cnichtes noer Ba land,

And here we bes muneches seng,

The story is in strict accord with his love of
minstrelsy as well as with his ecclesiastical
feelings. An incident recorded by the same
monastichistorian, who tellshow Cnutlargely
rewarded a stout peasant who walked over the
ice to find out whether it would bear the
king'’s sledge, is in keeping with the gifts
he gave to the bards who sang his praises
(Corpus Poet. Bor ii. 1568). Another story
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represents him as the1 first to brer;‘khliﬁshmi-
litary regulations by slaying one of his hus-
cari;yinimﬁt of passion, and tells how he
summoned the court of the company, ap-
peared before it to take histrial and demanded
sentence, and how, when the membersrefused
to condemn him, he sentenced himself to pay
nine times the sum appointed as the value
of the man’s life (Saxo, 199). Cnut died at
Shaftesbury on 12 Nov. 1035, and they carried
him thence to Winchester and there buried
him with great honour in the Old Minster
(A.-S. Chron.; Fror. Wia.) Sweyn and
Harold, his sons by Elfgifu of Northampton,
and his two children by Emma, Harthacnut
and Gunhild, and both Emma and Alfgifu
themselves, survived him. Conscious that
his dominions could not remain united after
his death, he ordered that Harthacnut should
reign in England, and as it seems'in Denmark
also, and that Norway should go to Sweyn;
for Harold no provision seems to have been
made, Gunhild or ZAthelthryth, betrothed by
her father to Henry, the son of the emperor
Conrad, did not marry him until 1086; she
died before her husband was made emperor.

[Anglo-Saxon Chron.; Florence of Worcester,
Eng. Hist. Soc.; William of Malmesbury, Gesta
Regum, Eng. Hist. Soc.,and Gesta Pontiff, Rolls
Ser.; Henry of Huntingdon, Mon. Hist. Brit.;
Symeon of Durham, Be obsessione Dunelmi, ap.
Twysden, col. 79; Heremanni, Miracula S. Ead-
mundi, ed. Liebermann ; Lives of Edward the
Confessor, Rolls Ser. ; Historia Eliensisand Hist.
Rams,, Gale, iii.; Kemble's Codex Dipl. iv. 1-56,
and Diplomatarium; Thorpe’s Ancient Laws
and Institutes ; Encomium Emmsz ; Adami Gesta
Hammaburg, eccl, pontiff.; Wiponis Vita Chuon-
radi Imp.; Helmoldi Chron. Slavorum (these
four are published separately ¢in usum schola-
rum ex Mon. Germ. Hist.’ Pertz); Annales Hil-
desheim, p. 100, and Thietmari Chron. vii. p. 836,
ap. Scriptores rerum Germ. iii., Pertz; Sven
Aggeson’s Chron. p. 54; Chron. Erici, p. 1569;
Annales Esrom. p. 236; Ann, Roskild. p. 376
(these four are contained in Seriptores rorum Da-
nicarum i., Langebek) ; Petri Olai Excerpta,
P. 205 (ibid. ii.) ; Ann, Islandorum regii, p. 40,
and Leges Castrensium, p. 139, ibid.1ii.; Saxonis
Grammatici Hist. Danica, ed. 1644 ; Vigfusson
and Powell, Corpus Poeticum Boreale; Laing's
Heimskringla or Sea Kings of Norway—the best
edition is Ungar’s ¢ Fris-bok ;* Glabri Rodolphi
Hist. p. 1; Ademari Caban. Hist, p, 144; Epp.
Fulberti Carnot. Ep, 443 (these -three are in
Recueil des Historiens x.; Bouquet); William
of Jumidges ap. Hist. Normann. Scriptores,

Duchesne.  Freeman’s Norman Conquest, i, 399- |

533, gives a full and eritical acconnt, wi In-
able references to original authorities, which hag
been equally useful as & history of Cnut’s Eng-
lish doings and as a guide to the sources of in-
formation. Itshould be notedthat Pr. Freeman’s

work appeared before the editors of the Corpus
Poet. Bor. threw some new and valuable light
on Cnut's life, especially as regards its chrono~
logy. Dr. Freeman’s work on Cnut has been
supplemented by Dr. J. C. H. R. Steenstrup, who,
in his Normannerne, vol. iii., has for the first
time explained many difficulties. Lappenberg’s
Anglo-Saxon Kings, trans. Thorpe, 196 et seq.,
seems to give undue weight to the Kings’ Lives
attributed to Snorri. J. R. Green’s Congitest of
England, 418-77, gives a picturesque account of
England under Cnut’s rule. Bishop Stubbs’s Con-
stitutional History, i. ¢. 7, contains some a@mls
rable notices of points which bear on his subject.
For Cnut’s relations with the Scots see Skene's
Celtic Scotland, i., and Robertson’s Scotland
under her Early Kings.] W. H.

CANUTE, ROBERT (#. 1170). [See
RoOBERT 0F CRICKLADE. ]|

CANVANE, PETER (1720-1786), phy-
sician, an American by birth, entered as a
medical student at Leyden on 4 March 1743,
After graduating M.D. at Rheims he became
a licentiate of the London College of Physi-
cians in 1744, He practised for many years
at St. Kitts in thePVVest Indies, and after-
wards settled at Bath. Later he retired to
the continent, dying at Brussels in 1786.
Canvane was a fellow of the Royal Society,
and shares with Fraser, an army surgeon, the
credit of introducing castor oil into this coun-
try, having had large experience of its bene-
ficial employment in medicine in the West

Indies. He published a pamphlet on the
subject in 1766, P
[Munk’s Coll. of Phys. 1878, ii. 158.]

G. T. B.

CANYNGES, WILLIAM (1399 -1474),
merchant of Bristol, third son of John Ca-~
nynges, burgess and merchant of that city, and
Joan Wotton his wife, came of a family that
stood high among the merchants of Bristol,
for the elder William Canynges, his grand-
father, a wealthy cloth manufacturer, was
six times mayor, and thrice a representative
of the city in parliament. Besides i
cloth he exported hismerchandise in his own
ships; for, by & writ of Richard II, John
Hesilden, Andrew Browntoft, and others are

summoned to $em‘ at Westminster on the

complaint of William and John Canynges
of Bristol, to answer for seizing and c
into Hartlepool one of their shi sailing to
Oalais and Flanders (SurtEEs, %urham, i,
101). William Can; ies the younger was
g ably born in his father’s house in Touker
, in the parish of St. Thomas, in 1399
or 1400, for he was but five years old when
his father died in 1405. After her hushand’s
death Joan married ThomasYoung, merchant,
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of the parish of St. Mary Redcliffe, Somerset,
twice mayor and a member for the borough,
and Canynges appears to have been brought
up by his stepfather. Having served the office
of bailiff, he was elected sheriff in 1438, and
mayor for the first time in 1441. His second
mayoralty was in 1449, and in that year
Henry VI wrote to the master-general of the
Teutonic knights, asking his protection for
the two factors of ¢ his beloved and faithful
subject William Canings,’ then carrying on
trade for their master in the dominions of the
knights in Prussia (RYMER, Feedera, xi. 226).
During his tenure of office certain ordinances
were made concerning the watcheskept by the
crafts on St John’s night and St. Peter’s, and
the contributions of wine to be made to them
by the mayor and sheriff. Although trade
with Iceland, Halgaland, and Finmark for
fish and other goods had been forbidden, yet
in 1450 Christian of Denmark havingmade an
exception in favour of Canynges in considera-
tion of the debts due to him from his subjects
in Iceland and Finmark, license was granted
him to trade with these lands for two years
with two ships of any size (Fadera, xi.
277-8; MACPHERSON, i. 166-7). Canynges
was returned for Bristol to the parliament of
1451 ; his colleague in the representation of
the city was his half brother, Thomas Young,
who was committed to the Tower for pro-
posing that the Duke of York should be de-
clared heir to the throne (Wirr. Wore. 770;
Pryce, 103; Stusss, Const. Hist. iii. 171).
Both Canynges and Young were returned
again to the parliament of 1455. Local histo-
rians assert that Canynges was a Lancastrian,
and that he was forced to change his politics
by the success of Edward IV. All trust-
worthy evidence shows that, like the greater
part of the merchants of Bristol, he was al-
ways strongly attached to the Duke of York.
It was probably during his third mayoralty
in 1456-7 that he was able to do York signal
service by seizing a large quantity of ammu-
nition that had been consigned to a merchant
of the town who was an Irishman and one of
the party of the Earl of Wiltshire (James
Butler, earl of Ormonde). York was pleased
at this, and wrote bidding the mayor and
common council take charge of the castle and
keep Somerset out. This they did, and put
the castle in a state of defence. In 1460
Canynges is said to have lost his wife Joanna.
The next year, when he was mayor for the
fourth time, in obedience to an order received
from Edward IV, he prepared an expe@i%
to act against the Lancastrians in Wales:

be ready against the king’s coming. ‘When
Edward shortly afterwards visited Bristol,
¢where he was most royally received’ (Stow,

416), Canynges is said to have entertained
him in his house in Redcliffe Street; the hall
and parlour of this house may still be seen,
though the building, now occupied by Messrs.
C.T.Jefferies & Sons, printersand booksellers,
has been much damaged by fire. Canynges
and Young had lately sat on a commission ap-~
pointed to try Sir Baldwin Fulford and John
Heysant, who were put to death while the
king was in Bristol. Before Edward left
Canynges paid him 3,000 marks ‘pro pace
habenda’ (WirL. WoRc.); this must have
been in discharge of what he owed for money
received by him as escheator during the year
of his mayoralty (SEYER, ii. 191). In 1466
Canynges was mayor for the fifth and last
time. While he was mayor on this occasion
he and the council made certain rules for
the government of the society of merchants
(PrxcE, 135).

Canynges’ wealth was great. The list of
his ships i1s given by William Worcester ; they
were nine in number, a tenth having lately
been lost on the coast of Iceland. Among
them were the Mary and John of 900 tons,
the Mary Radclyf of 500 tons, and the Mary
Canyngys of 400 tons, in all 2,853 tons of
shipping manned by eight hundred seamen.
Even allowing for the difference between our
mode of computing a ship’s burden and that in
use in the fifteenth century, it is difficult to
believe that Canynges’s ships can have been
of the size stated by Worcester, Besides his
seamen he paid day by day a hundred car-
penters, masons, and other workmen. These
workmen were probably largely employed in
building the church of St. Mary Redcliffe. The
rebuilding of the old church had been begun
by William Canynges the elder, who carried
the work ¢ from the cross aisles downwards’
in 1376; it was taken up by his grandson,
and the fall of the steeple in 1446 and the
consequent destruction of much of the four-
teenth-century work probably determined
Canynges to rebuild nearly the whole of the
church, which he did with the advice of Nor-
ton, his master mason. In 1467 Canynges
retired from the world, receiving acolyte’s
orders on 19 Sept. in the chapel of the college
of Westbury, on the title of the rectory of
St. Alban’s, Worcester. A story told by
Robert Ricaut in his ¢ Mayor’s Calendar of
Bristol ’ that he took this course to avoid a
marriage the king tried to force on him is
probably mere idlegossip. On12March1467-
1468 he was admitted subdeacon; on 2 April
14¢8qke was admitted deacon, and on the
16th of the same month priest, being collated
to a canonry in the college of Westbury. On
3 June 1469 he was collated to the office of
dean of the college, and was inducted and
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installed on the same day. He died17 Nov.
1474, Besides his great work in rebuilding
St. Mary Redeliffe, he was a benefactor to the
college of Westbury, and is said to have re-
built it (DvepALE, Monasticon,vi. 1439). At
‘Westbury he also founded an a.lm‘shouse,_and
by the payment of 447, to the sheriff of Bristol
freed this house and the college from tolls
on provisions coming from the eity (ATKYNS,
Glostershire, p. 802). He was buried in
Redeliffe church with his wife Joanna. Their
tombs were discovered and identifiedin 1852,
Much debate has been held over certain
effigies in the church supposed to represent
Canynges; the question is carefully dis~
cussed in Pryce’s ‘Memorials, pp. 179-92.
Canynges’s two sons died before him. His
elder surviving brother, Thomas, lord mayor
of London in 1436, is the ancestor of the Can-
nings of Foxcote, Warwickshire, and of the
Canningsof Garvaghin Ireland, a family from
which have come (:greorge Canning, the states-
man(q.v.],and Stratford Canning, Lord Strat-
ford de Redcliffe [q. v.] (PRYCE, 146-56).
[Pryce’s Memorials of the Canynges Family ;
The Great Red Book, MS. in the ecouncil-house,
Bristol; Wadley’s Notes on Wills in the Great
Orphan Book at Bristol ; Ricaut’s Mayor's Ca-
lendar of Bristol, ed. L. T. Smith (Camden Soc.);
Dallaway’s Antiquities of Bristow ; Seyer’s His-
tory of Bristol, vol. ii.; Barrett’s History and
Antiquities of Bristol ; Stow’s Annales, ed. 1615;
Rymer’s Feedera, xi. ed. 1710; William Wor-
cester’s Itinerary ; Dugdale’s Monasticon ; Sur-
tees’s Durham ; Atkyns's State of Glostershire;
Macpherson’s Annals of Commerce, i. 666—’]7i]
W. H.

CAPE, WILLIAM TIMOTHY (1806-
1868), Australian colonist,born at Walworth,
Surrey, 26 Oct. 1806, was eldest son of Wil-
liam Cape of Ireby, Cumberland. He was
educated at Merchant Taylors’ School under
Dr. Bellamy, with a view to entering the
church, and showed great proficiency in his
studies. The elder Cape wasresident mana-

er of the bank of Brown, Cobb, & Co.,

ombard Street, but on the breaking up of
Brown’sbank he decided to emigrate. Having
obtained letters from Lord Bathurst to Sir
Thomas Brisbane, the governor, William Oape,
accomia.nied by his son, sailed for Van Die-
men’s Land in 1821, and after a nine monthg’
voyage reached Hobart Town. In 1822 the;
removed to Sydney, where the father esta-
blished a private school, the ¢ Sydney Aca-
demy.’” Incourse of time he became principal
of the Sydney public school, with his son as
assistant-master, and on the resignation of the
father, in 1829, the son became head-master
—Archdeacon Scott, a friend of the family,
being king’s visitor, In 1830, however, he

reopened the griva.te school in Sydney, but
when the high school called ¢ Sydney Col-
lege’ was founded in 1835, he transferred his
private pupils to it, and was elected head-
master. He held this office up to 1842, when
he founded a new private school at Padding-
ton, Sydney. In 1856 he decided to give up
scholastic life. In 1869 he became member
for the constituency of Wollombi. His ex-
perience advanced him to the position of
commissioner of nationaleducation,and about
the same time he became a mtigistrate. He
was also elected fellow of St. Paul’s College
within the university of Sydney, and helped
on the Sydney School of Arts.
- In 1855 he made a visit to England, and
the next year returned to New South Wales,
In 1860 he again visited his native country
with the younger branches of his family, in
order to collect educational information, and
died of small-pox at Warwick Street, Pimlico,
14 June 1868. His funeral at Brompton was
attended by almost all the colonists then in
London, His old pupils erected a tablet to his
memory in St. Andrew’s Cathedral, Sydney.
[Heaton’s Australian Dictionary, p. 33; Bar-
ton’s Lit. of New South Wales, p. 80; Gent.
Mag. 1863, 1. 114.] J. W-G.

CAPEL, ARTHUR, Lorp CAPEL OF
Haprau (1610 P-1649), royalist leader, was
the only son of Sir Henry Capel of Raines
Hall, Essex, by Theodosia, daughter of Sir
Edward Montagu of Broughton, Northamp-
tonshire, and sister of Henry, first earl of
Manchester, He was born about 1610, and
appears to have lived the life of a country
gent;lemzm11 untlil cailed upon to take his
part in political life by being elected kmight
of the sph.ire for ‘the coufllfl;lyg of Hertflf)lll'ldgin
the Short parliament, which' met at West~
mingter on 18 April'and was dissolved on
65 May 1640. en the Long parliament
was summoned, in the following November,
Capel was again elected for Hertfordshire,and
took his seat accordingly. In the debate on
grievances,in which Pym made hiscelebrated
speech, ¢ the first member that stood up . . .
was Arthur Capel, esq., who presented a pe~
tition in the name of the freeholders [of the
county of Hertford] setting forth the burdens
and oppressions of the people during the

Y | long intermission of parliament in their cond

sciences, liberties, and properties, and particu-
larly in the heavy tax of ship-money.! Ready
as he was to join the popular party, if only
real abuses could be got rid of, he was not the
man to side with those who aimed at a de-
mocratic revolution, and he soon broke with
the party, whose views went far beyond any-
thing that he had contemplated at his firs
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start. Shocked by the violence of language
of the leaders, who had set themselves in
furious antagonism to the court party, Capel
soon threw himself into the opposite camp,
and henceforth, during the long struggle, the
king had no adherent more faithful and de-
voted to the royal cause, nor any who made
more splendid sacrifices, ending at lastin his
death upon the scaffold. On 6 Aug. 1641
Capel was raised to the upper house by the
title of Lord Capel of Hadham. During the
remainder of that memorable year we lose
sight of him, but when the king left London
for York in January 1642, Capel accompanied
his majesty, and was one of the peers who
signed the declaration and profession dis-
avowing ‘all designs of making war upon the
parliament.’ In the straits to which the king
was driven for want of money, Capel showed
great energy in making contributions from
all who could be prevailed on to subscribe,
and in 1643 he was sent to Shrewsbury
with the commission of lieutenant-general
of Shropshire, Cheshire, and North Wales.
Here he found himself opposed by Sir Wil-
liam Brereton, whom he held in check so
effectually that, for the time, Chester was
relieved, and if he had been left alone to
pursue his own plans, he would in all proba-
bility have rendered more important service
during the war; but when Charles deter-
mined that a council should be appointed ¢to
be about’ the Prince of Wales, ¢to meet fre-
quently at the prince’s lodgings to confer
with his highness,” Capel was appointed one
of the commissioners, and from that time he
took small part in active hostilities. After
the execution of Archbishop Laud, when the
negotiations for the treaty of Uxbridge were
going on (February 1645), Capel was one of
the commissioners for the king, and when
the negotiations came to nothing, he was
ordered toraise a regiment of foot and another
of horse at his own charge to attend upon
the prince at Bristol. While Goring was
besieging Taunton and Fairfax was making
great exertions to raise the siege, Capel was
sent to givehis counsel. Whatever that coun-
sel may have been, it was tendered in vain,
and when Oxford surrendered to Fairfax on
22 April 1646, and the contest between the
king and the parliament was virtually at an
end, Capel accompanied the queen to Paris,
where he remained but a very short time.
He was strongly opposed to the Prince of
‘Wales escaping to Irance, and, refusing to
accompany his highness on the journey, re-
tired to Jersey, where he remained till the
breach between the army and the parliament
revived new hopes in the more sanguine of
the royalist party. He succeeded in obtain-

ing a pass and permission to retire to his own
house at Hadham after compounding for his
estates. These estates had already (30 April
1643) been bestowed, by a vote of the House
of Commons, upon the Earl of Essex, and a
considerable portion of them were actually
in the earl’s hands. While the king was at
Hampton Court, Capel was in frequent com-
munication with his majesty, and was privy
to the luckless flight to the Isle of Wight.
For the disastrous renewal of the civil war
Capel was in great measure responsible. Not
a gleam of success cheered the king’s party,
and in June 1648 Goring, Capel, and Sir
Charles Lucas found themselves with the
forces at their command shut up in Colches-
ter by Fairfax, and were summoned to sur-
render on the 13th of the month. The siege
was prosecuted with vigour, but the town
was defended with desperation. It was all
in vain. On 27 Aug. the garrison surren-
dered at discretion, and the second civil war
was at an end. :

The next two months were crowded with
events which hurried on the final catastrophe,
and in October Capel, with his old companion
in arms, Goring, earl of Norwich (Sir Charles
Lucas was shot in cold blood when Colchester
surrendered), were impeached on a charge of
high treason and rebellion. They pleaded
that Fairfax had pledged his word to give
fair quarter to all prisoners who surrendered
themselves into his hands, and ¢ upon great
debate,” both houses called upon Fairfax to
explain his meaning, Fairfax was absent,
and was in no hurry to take upon himself
a responsibility which the parliament were
anxious to relieve themselves of ; he returned
po answer to the letter for months. When
the answer came it was so ambiguous that
in effect the explanation of his promise was
left to the civil power.

In January the king was beheaded, and
the House of Lords was abolished in due
course. Meanwhile Capel was committed to
the Tower, having been brought thither from
‘Windsor Castle, his first place of confinement.
By some means, which were never explained,
he managed to provide himself with a cord
and other necessary appliances, and a plan
of escape was arranged for him by his friends
outside. It succeeded, though attended by
great difficulty, and Capel was kept in
concealment in the Temple for some days.
Then it was thought that he would be in
greater safety if he were removed to. a pri-
vate house in Lambeth, and taking a boat at
the Temple stairs he was rowed up the river
attended by a single gentleman, who seems
to have inadvertently addressed him as ¢ my
lord.” The waterman thereupon followed the
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two to their place of hiding, and betrayed
them to the government, Theman received
'4 reward of 20/, with a recommendation to
the admiralty for employment, but he had
to wait many months for his ¢ blood money,’
which was not paid till the November after
the execution. Capel was again arrested,
and on Thursday, 8 March 1648-9, ¢in a thin
house, hardly above sixty there,” the question
was put to the vote whether the Duke of
Hamilton, the Earls of Holland and Norwich
{Goring), Capel, and Sir John Owen were to
live or die. Owen was spared, Goring es-
caped by the casting vote of Speaker Lent-
hall, the other three were condemned, and all
were beheaded next morning. To the last
Capel behaved with that magnanimity and
heroism which had marked his whole career.
He received the last consolations of religion
at the hands of Dr. George Morley, after-
wards bishop of Winchester, who wrote an
account of his last hours in a letter which
was published in 1654 ; but inasmuch as there
was reason to fear that Dr. Morley’s well-
Jmown opinion might expose him to insult if
he showed himself before the people at the
last, Capel would not allow him to be present
on the scaffold. There, says Bulstrode, ¢ he
behaved much after the manner of a stout
Roman. He had no minister with him, nor
showed any sense of death approaching, but
carried himself all the time . . . with that
boldness and resolution as was to be admired.
He wore a sad-coloured suit, his hat cocked
up, and his cloak thrown under one arm ; he
looked towards the people at his first coming
up, and put off his hat in manner of a salute ;
he had a little discourse with some gentle-
men, and passed up and down in a careless
posture.” John, son of Francis Quarles the
poet, seems to have been present at the exe-
cution, and wrote ‘An ]glegy or Epitaph’
upon the occasion, which was printed shortly
afterwards.

Capel was buried at Hadham, where may
still be read the inscription on his monument:
¢ Hereunder lieth interred the body of Arthur,
Lord Capel, Baron of Hadham, who was mur-
dered for his loyalty to King Charles the First,
March 9th, 1648.” * Capel married Elizabeth,
daughter and heiress of Sir Charles Morrison
of Cashiobury, Hertfordshire, and by her had
five sons and four daughters. At the Resto-
ration Arthur [q.v.], his eldest son, was cre-
ated Earl of Essex, a title which had become
extinct by the death-of Robert Devereux, the
last earl, 14 Sept. 1646, By one of those
strange instances of retributive justice which
are not rare in history, the son of the mur-
dered man succeeded to the honours of him
Wwho had benefited most by the spoliation of

his father’s lands, and from him the present
Earl of Essex is lineally descended.
[Clarendon’s Hist. Rebellion ; Wood’s Athenz
Oxon, iii. 250, 698 ; Carlyle’s Cromwell; Bul-
strode’s Memoirs ; Deverenx’s Lives and Letters
of the Devereux, Earls of Essex, ii. 366, 462;
Sanderson’s Hist. of the Reign of Charles I;
Colling’s Peerage of England, iii. 474; Rush-
worth’s Historical Collections, pt. iii. vol. i
p. 21, and vol. viii. p. 1272.] A J. .
CAPEL, ARTHUR, EsxrzoF Essex(1681~
1683), was born in January 1631 (information
kindly given by the present Lord Essex), and
was the eldest son of Arthur, lord Ca,p_el_
[q. v.] of Hadham, who was executed ir
1649." His mother was Elizabeth Morrison.
Of his early years nothing appears to be
known, though from a letter of 13 June 1643
(Hist. MSS. Comm. 5th Rep. 143) he appears
to have then been at Shrewsbury fighting for
the king. It is stated by Burnet (i. 396) that
his education was neglected by reason of the
civil wars, but that when he reached man-
hood he made himself master of the Latin
tongue, and learned mathematics and all the
other parts of learning. From a letterin 1681
(Hist. MSS. Comm. 4th Rep. 451) he appears
to have had some connection with Balliol
College, for he then subscribed to the pur-
chase of a large silver bowl for the common-
room. His correspondence during his resi-
dence in Ireland, preserved in the ¢Essex
Papers’ (Stow Collection, Brit. Mus.), is that
of a map of considerable literary cultivation.
The language is simple but scholarly, and the
style is singularly clear, dignified, and unaf-
fected. His letters also display an intimate
knowledge of law and of constitutional ques-
tions. Chauncey (Antiguities of Hertford:
shire) describes him as handsome, courteous,
and temperate, a strong opponent of arbi
power, temperate in diet, and a lover of his
library. Evelyn says that ‘he is a sobef,
wise, judicious, and pondering person, not il<
literate beyond the rate df most noblemen in
this age, very well versed in English historie
and affaires, industrious, frugal, methodical,
and every way accomplished’ (18 A pril 1680).
Essex was never a wealthy man; his estate
had been sequestrated under the Common=
wealth, and was compounded for at 4,7067.
7s.114. gCOLLINs, Peerage). 'While lord-lieu-
tenant of Ireland he more than once mentions
the pay of his office as being of importance
to his private interests (Essez Papers). And
Evelyn tells us that while there he ¢consider-
ably augmented his estate, without; reproach’
(18 April 1680). At the Restoration he was
made Viscount Malden and Earl of Essex
(20 Apri1-16618, with remainder first to his
brother Henry g, v.] and his male heirs, and
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afterwards to his younger brother Edward.
The writ was issued 29 April (Hist. MSS.
Comm.7th Rep. 142¢). Capel had previously
(7 July 1660) been created custos rotulorum
and lord-lieutenant of Hertfordshire, and
(2 April 1668) was made lord-lieutenant of
‘Wiltshire also. He married Elizabeth Percy,
daughter of Algernon, earl of Northumber-
land (4.1717), mentioned as petitioning for the
death of Col.Titchbourne in 1660 (25.v.169), by
‘whom he had six sons and two daughters; but
only one son and one daughter, Algernon and
Anne, lived to maturity (Corrins, Peerage).
Scarcely any facts are forthcoming regarding
Essex’s life from 1660 to 1669. On 7 Aug.
1660 he named, according to the iniquitous
vote of the House of Lords, Sir E. Wareing
as an expiatory victim for his father’s death
£Hist. MSS. Comm. 5th Rep. 155). He wasin

ondon in September 1666 (6. 7th Rep. 485
b),and in 1667 was in Paris, on his way home
from the waters of Bourbon., He was at that
time a member of the privy council. Whilein
Paris he was consulted by the queen mother
regarding the intentions of the Irish papists
to put Ireland into the hands of the French
when opportunity should arise, and he gave
a most unflattering opinion of her political
judgment (BURNET, i. 250). In 1669, when
Charles was endeavouring by personal solici-
tation to gain the votes of the members of
the House of Lords, he, with Lord Hollis,
had gained the reputation of being ¢stiff and
sullen men’ (7b. i. 272), and Charles always
treated him with respect. DBurnet states
(i. 396) that he appeared early against the
court. His political opinions may be in part
gathered from those of his brother Henry,
member for Tewkesbury, with whom he
lived inentire sympathy. Henry Capel prided
himself upon being descended from one who
lost both life and fortune for the crown and
nation; but, on the other hand, his speeches
are invariably directed against every abuse of
the royal power, and against all tampering
with popery.

Essex’s first public employment was in
1670, when Charles, desirous of making use
of one whose opposition he wished to avoid
(3. i. 896), sent him as ambassador to the
court of Christian V of Denmark., The go-
vernor of Croonenburg had orders to make
all the ships that passed strike to him. Essex
replied that the kings of England made others
strike to them, but their ships struck to none.
He himself regarded this as a cheap defiance,
saying that he was sure the governor would
not endeavour to sink a ship which brought
over an ambassador. His first business on
landing was to justify this behaviour to the
Danes, which he did by producing, from some

books upon Danish affairs lent him by Sir J.
Cotton, evidence that by former treaties it
had in past time been expressly stipulated
that English ships of war should not strike
in the Danish seas. Burnet adds to his ac-
count of this matter that his conduct was so
highly rated that he was informed from court
that he might expecteverything he should pre-
tend to on hisreturn. In April 1671 weread
of him as ¢ of the cabinet council, and seemeth
to be in very good grace’ (Hist. MSS. Comm.)
Actually he was, upon the removal of the
Duke of Ormonde from the lord-lieutenancy
of Ireland, appointed to the post, February
1672, to his own great surprise, being sworn
of the privy council of Ireland in that year.
He left Holyhead on 28 June in the Norwich,
but does not appear to have arrived in Dublin
until 5 Aug. (Essex Papers). He continued
in this employment until his recall in 1677,
with but one short journey to London. Of
his government Burnet speaks thus: ¢He
exceeded all that had gone before him, and is
still considered as a pattern to all that come
after him. He studied to understand exactly
well the constitution and interest of the na-
tion. He read over all their council books,
and made large abstracts out of them to guide
him, so as to advance everything that had
been at any time set on foot for the good of
the kingdom. He made several volumes of

‘tables of the state, and persons that were in

every county and town, and got true charac-
ters of all that were capable to serve the pub-
lic ; and he preferred men always upon merit
without any application from themselves, and
watched over all about him, that there should
be no bribes going among his servants’ (i.
396). This is but one among many illustra-
tions of Burnet’s most remarkable accuracy.
The full, detailed, and continuous correspon~
dence, both private and official, which can
now be consulted in the ¢ Essex Papers,” bears
ample testimony to the truth of every word
in this quotation, which is further established
by the fact that Ormonde bore honourable tes-
timony to the integrity and ability of his go-
vernment (CARTE, 1v. 529). He set himself
vigorously to work against misgovernment,
withstanding the opposition and the preten-
sions of Orrery, Ranelagh, and others. He
managed very successfully to keep the Ulster
presbyterians from following the example of
their Scotch brethren, and this without vio-
lence. Indeed, he several times moderates
the desires of the bishops for strong measures.
And he appears to have protected the papists
also, as far as English opinion would allow,
though he is informed from London that he
will be torn in pieces if he permits the secular
priests to say mass openly. His rule over the
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natives was firm and mild, though the light
in which the wilder portion of them were re-
garded is vividly shown by the following ex-
tract from this letter, dated 16 Aug. 1673:
< And in case any should happen to be killed,
if it be made apparent that he is a tory, it
would be reasonable to pardon.” He forcibly
reminds Arlington of the danger’that may
arise from suffering’ the common people to
know their own force. One of the main
points with which he was concerned was, by
drawing up new rules for the corporation, to
check the turbulence of the city of Dublin.
He sought to apply to Dublin the method of
¢quo warrantos’ employed by Charles in Eng-
Jand at the end of his reign. Throughout
his administration he had to struggle against
the whole influence of Ranelagh, who had the
receipts of the Irish revenue, on condition of
paying the civil and military cha,r]gigs of the
crown, and who, fortifying himself by the
friendship of Danby and the Duchess of Ports-
mouth, and by his promises to Charles to pro-
vide him with money out of Irish funds,

resented accounts which Essex resolutely re-
¥used to pass. ~ Of the intrigues continually
carried on against him in London he had full
and timely warning from friends at court.
He refused, however, in dignified language to
alter his course of action on this account, and
especially declined to put his dependence upon
¢ Iittle people,” such as Chiffinch, Elliot, and
the Duchess of Portsmouth, although we find
him expressing pleasure that his agent, Wil-
liam Harbord, has, through the médiation of
the Duke of Hamilton, made the latter his
friend. The only request he makes for him-
self is that no complaints shall be permitted
40 be heard in England unless they have pre-
viously been notified to himself, a request im-
mediately granted by the king, He did his
utmost to stop the reckless grants of forfeited
estates by the king to his courtiers and mis-
tresses, and refused to injure his successor’s
interests by granting reversions. So careful
was he about the purity of the administration
that he was able to say, on handing over the
government to Ormonde after five years, that
his secretary, Allworth, was the only man,
not that hehad gratified, but that he requested
might be gratified by his successor. His go-
vernment of Ireland was in striking contrast
+to the general corruption of Charles’s reign,
which is the more remarkable as his circum-
stances were always straitened. The most
memorable example of his fearlessness was
whenhe successfully opposed the grant of the
Pheenix Park to the Duchess of Cleveland,
about which he wrote to Arlington: ¢I do
desire there may not be the least grain of my
concurrence in it,’ and to Charles in language

:deliberately set on foot by Danby, Rane

almost equally strong. His official corres
spondence is chiefly directed to Arlington,the
secretary (in whose behalf on his impeachment
in 1674 he moved all his relatives and friends
in the house), and, on the retirement of this
minister, to Henry Coventry, a personal
friend, who succeeded him. “His private let~
ters are chiefly from his brother Henry, Fran-
cis Godolphin, Lord Conway, Sir William
Temple, Southwell, and William Harbord.
During his administration, February 1674-5,
he received a grant from the king of Essex
House in the Strand, but great delay took

lace before the grant actually took effect, if
indeed it did so at all. In 1674 it was inti-
mated to him that he was to have the Garter,
but this, too, a.%parently fell through. Im
July 1675 he made a visit to London, visited
the king at Newmarket in April (Hist. MSS,
Comm,. Tth Rep. 498), and returned to Ire-
land in May of the next year, reaching Dublin.
on the 6th. During his stay in England his
whole desire appears to be to get back to his
post. His letters while in London show

him fully alive to the intrigues which were

being carried on to oust so incorruptible
an officer from his place. The king himself
always held him in great respect. ese in-
trigues, based upon Charles’s incessant need_
of money, which Ranelagh promised to sup-
ply, proved successful during the course of
the next year, and on 28 April 1677 Essex
acknowledges the king’s letter of recall. His
last few months of office were embittered by a
scandalous insult to his wife from a certain
Captain Brabazon, who declared her guilty of
an intrigue with him. The belief is several
times expressed that this was an annoyance
h,

and the Duchess of Portsmouth. ,Essex, 51
his position, was precluded from seeking per-

sonal satisfaction, but before he left was able -

to prove that the charge was a malicious
falsehood. Upon his return to England Essex
speedily identified himself with the country

party, Danby’s opponents, of which, along’

with Russell, Halifax, Shaftesbury, Bucking-

ham, and Hollis, he became a leader in the -

lords, this ¢ cabal’ being kept at Lord Hollis’s
house. He probably, however, did not take

an active part in the ogposition at once, for’

in a letter of 11 April 1678 the French am-
bassador omits his name from the list of the
chief members of the country party (DALRYM-
PLE, Memoirs, i. 189). The lea.g'.ng objects
of this party were the ruin of Danby, the ex-
clusion of James, the persecution of popery,
and the dissolution of the pensionary; parlia~
ment. To what extent he believed in the
pretended plot which raised the popish terror
1t is not easy to ascertain; it is, however,
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clear that he never expressed his disbelief in
it, but, on the contrary, acted in full accord
with its most violent assailers, when he joined
them in pressing the king to dismiss James
from the court (CoLLINs, Peerage).

On the fall of Danby in 1679 the treasury
was put in commission, and Essex wasplaced
at its head (¢6.) Along with Sunderland
and Monmouth he now urged the king to
try the experiment of an entire change of
policy by introducing the leaders of the
country party into the council. By thus
acting independently of his party he appears
to have incurred their jealousy. His own
account to Burnet was that he hoped, by ac-
cepting office, to work the change that was
now effected. The dismissal of the old
council and the creation of a new one com-
posed of the principal whigs from both houses,
under the presidency of Shaftesbury, were,
however, undoubtedly the results of Temple’s
advice. Essex was sworn a member of that
council on 21 April; he declared that its
creation would conciliate the parliament in
its relations with the king. The whig party
now was split up into two sections on the
exclusion question. That led by Shaftesbury
affirmed that tosave England from the danger
of a popish king the absolute exclusion of
James was necessary; and it put forward
Monmouth as its candidate for the throne.
Essex, acting under the leadership of Halifax
and Sunderland, proposed the scheme of limi-
tations, whereby, when the crown should fall
to him, James should be disabled from doing
harm eitherin church or state,and these three,
who formed the triumvirate, regarded the
Prince of Orange, rather than Monmouth, as
the natural representative of the protestant
interest. Hssex appears to have confined
Thimself to treasury business, where ¢ his clear,
though slow sense, made him very acceptable
to the king,’ and to the endeavours to regu-
late the expense of the court (BURNET, i.456,
458). In the great debate which arose on
the occasion of Danby’s prosecution, he spoke
against the right of the bishops to vote in
any part of a trial for treason. On the ques-
tion of the proposed dissolution of the pen-
sionary parliament he joined Halifax in argu-
ing that since no agreement seemed possible
with the king upon the questions of the
exclusion and Danby’s pardon, it would be
well to try whether a new parliament might
not be disposed to let those matters drop.
For this advice, according to Burnet (i. 469),
he again incurred the anger of Shaftesbury
and his party, which, however, ‘as he was
not apt to be much heated,” he bore mildly.
He was evidently much trusted by Charles,
who had in the previous year named him

along with Halifax to discuss the griev-
ances of the Scotch lords against Lauderdale
(ib. 469). Upon the discovery of the Meal
Tub plot, in which the forgers had repre-
sented Essex and Halifax as being impli-
cated, they urged the king to summon
parliament at once. Upon his refusal (76.)
Essex, with his brother, left the treasury on
19 Nov. 1679. In order, however, that this
resignation might not strengthen Shaftes-
bury’s party, a gloss was put upon his action
by the statement that he‘had the king’sleave’
to resign (RALPH, 489). It is, indeed, pro-
bable that the grounds of his leaving were
very different. In a letter from court of
27 Nov. 1679 (Hist. MSS. Comm. Tth Rep.
477 b) itis said, ‘ some say the E. of Essex went
out on thisscore. The king had given Cleve-
land 25,0007, and she sending to him for it
he denied the payment, and told the king he
(the king) had often promised them mnot to
pay money on those accounts while he was so
much indebted to such as daily clamoured
at their table for money; but if his Maj.
would have it paid he wish’t somebody else
to do it, for he would not, but willingly sur-
render his place, at which the king replied,
“T will take you at your word.”’ Another
account, equally honourable to Essex, is,
that Charles being anxious to gain a subsidy
from Louis, ¢ the niceness of touching French
money is the reason that makes my Lord
Essex’s squeazy stomach that it can no longer
digest his employment of 1lst commissioner
of the treasury’ (¢6. 6th Rep. 741 &). He
continued to sit in the council, but in spite
of Charles’s earnest request refused to return
to the treasury (BURNET, 476). His chief
desire appears to have been to return to Ire-
land.

The candour and good sense with which
Essex advised Charles are well shown in a
letter to the king of 21 July 1679, in which
he urges him to disband the guards he had
just raised (DALRYMPLE, Memoirs, i. 314).

In the debates in 1680 on the Exclusion
Bill, Essex, whose views had undergone a
great alteration, ascribed by Lingard, though
without authority, to his disappointment in
gaining neither the lord-treasurership nor the
government of Ireland, now appeared as a
strong opponent of the court, and vehemently
supported Shaftesbury’s action. Possibly
the cause is to be found in the fact that his
urgent advice to James in October to retire
to Scotland had been disregarded (¢b. i. 346).
‘When the Exclusion Bill was thrown -out,
and Halifax again brought in the scheme
of expedients, he made a motion, agreed to
in a thin house, that an association should
be entered into to maintain those expedients,
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and that some cautionary towns should be
put into the hands of the associators during
the king’s life to make them good after his
death. InMarch 1680-1 he is spoken of by
Ormonde as furthering, with Howard, the
belief in a ‘sham plot,” in order to throw

odium upon the queen and the Roman catho- | (

lics generally (Hist. MSS. Comm. 7th Rep.
744 5). On 25 Jan. 1680-1 he took the de-
cided step of presenting a petition, in which
he was joined by fifteen other peers, praying
that the choice of Oxford for the meeting of
parliament might be given up. The language
of the petition was unwarrantably violent,
declaring, along with much that was true,
that they were deprived of freedom of debate,
and were exposed to the swords of papists in
the king’s guards. The petition, which was
printed.and published, was answered by Hali-
fax in a ¢ Seasonable Address’ (State Tracts,
i, 129).

In t%le trial of Stafford, Essex appears to
have thrown aside his usual fairness of judg-
ment, and to have voted for the condemna-
tion. He spoke vehemently against the

opish lords, saying they were worse than
f)anby (Hist. MSS. Comm. 6th Rep.740). He
is represented, too, as eager in the prosecution
of Lady Powys, who found money for the im-
prisoned catholics (NorTH, Ezamen, 269). On
the other hand, he honourably distinguished
himsgelf in urging upon Charles the pardon of
Plunket, the archbishop of Armagh, illegall
condemned on account of the pretended iris?ya
plot (which, however, he is represented as dili-

ent_in discovering, see Hist. MSS. Comm.

th Rep. 739 ), declaring from ‘his own
knowledge that the charge could not be true.
It was now that Essex received a just rebuke
in the king’s indignant reply, ¢ Then, my lord,
be his blood on your own conscience. You
might have saved him, if you would. Ican-
not pardon him because I dare not.’” On the
occasion when, in defiance of court influence,
the Middlesex grand jury refused to return
a true bill against Shaftesbury, a book was
Eublished to justify their action, of which

ssex was the reputed author. It probably,
however, was by Somers,

In 1682 Shaftesbury suggested to his
friends the advisability of taimg advantage
of the ferment in the city on the occasion of
the contest about the sheriffs, and of making
themselves masters of the Tower during the
confusion. Against this wild scheme Russell
and Essex protested, and Shaftesbury left
the country. Essex now took his place as
Monmouth’s principal adviser, but insisted
upon Russell and Algernon Sidney being
joined with him. He appears to have fallen
much under the influence of the latter, at

whose suggestion it was that he consented
to take Howard, who afterwards betrayed
them, into their confidence in the mieeti
uently held with Monmouth for consul-
tation as to the course to be-pursued; he
also almost forced Russell to admit Howard
Buener's Journal; App. to Lorp JoEN
Russerr’s Zife of Ru.ssel?. At these meet-
ings much wild talk no doubt took place as
to a possible rising ; but in all such designs
we have the authority of Burnet (i. 540)
and all probability for saying that Essex
took no part. He felt things were not yet
ripe, and that an ill-managed rising would
be ruin to the whig cause.
Upon the discovery of the Rye Houze plot,
Russell and others were immediately im-
risoned. It was not, however, until Lord
oward had been captured that upon his in-
formation a party of horse was sent to Essex’s
country house at Cashiobury to arrest him,
Upon his arresthe appeared dejected,and said
little, but that he did not imagine any one
would swear falsely against him, and made
no manner of profession of duty. ~Sir Philip
Lloyd said ¢he was in some confusion at his
own house, and changed his mind three or
four times, one while saying he would io
on horseback, and another while that he
would go in his coach’ (NorTH, Ezramen,
382). He appears also to have shown much
mental distress when brought before the coun-
cil. He sent from the Tower a very melan-
choly message to his wife, and he wrote also
to the Earl of Bedford to express his regret
at having helped to bring d upon his
son. Shortly after the beginnmg of Lord
Russell’s trial on 18 July 1683 it was
whispered in court—and the news was made
use of to injure Russell—that Essex had
cut his throat in the Tower (RALPH, 759;
Norrr, Eramen,400). It is impossible here
to enter into the controversy as to whether -
this tragedy was suicide or murder. It will be
found exhaustively treated in Burnet (569),
in the last edition of the ¢ Biographia Britan=—
nica,’ in Ralph’s ¢History’ (1. 769), and in_
North’s ¢ Examen.” The court was, of course,
roundly accused of murder; the charge, how-
ever, is utterly without antecedent proba-
bility,and is unsupported by trustworthy evi-
dence. It was difficult for those who knew
Essex’s ¢sober and religious deportment’
(EvELYN, 28 June 1683) to believe in the
suicide theory. But theoccasional melanchol
ofhisdisposition; thesleeplessness with whiclyx
he was troubled in the Tower; the danger of
his friends; the fact that he found himself in
the ve:i rooms from which his father had
been taken to execution ; the recollection of
his last interview with that father; his com-
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mendation of the action of the Earl of North-
umberland, who prevented an attainder by
killing himself in the Tower, to save his
honour and family estates (NortH, Evamen,
385); his sending for a razor—these and other
such collateral considerations are to be borne
in mind. Flippant and cruel as Charles had
become, his remarls, ‘My lord Essex might
have tried my mercy; I owe a life to his
family,’ is, if genuine, a valuable additional
piece of evidence that he at least was utterly
without complicity in the crime imputed to
him. Essex was buried at Watford in Hert-
fordshire. From Evelyn we learn that he
shared in the three fashionable tastes of
the day. ‘No man has been more indus-
trious than this noble lord in planting about
his seate [Cashiobury], adorned with walks,
ponds, and other rural excellencies; while
the library is large, and very nobly furnished,
and all the books richly bound and gilded ;
but there are no manuscripts except the par-
liament rolls and journals, the transeribing
and binding of which cost him 5002 (18 April
1680). The reader should refer also to the
description given by Evelyn of the house
itself. .

[The sources of information are sufficiently in-
dicated in the text. The Essex Papers are acces-
siblein the British Museum, and are nowarranged
chronologically. The letters to Essex are all
originals; those from him are drafts or copies,
apparently in his own hand. They form arecord
of daily and incessant toil.] 0. A

CAPEL, Sir HENRY, Lorp CAPEL OF
TewkesBURY (d. 1696), lord-lieutenant of
Treland, was the second son of Arthur, lord
Capel of Hadham [q.v.], by Elizabeth, daugh-
ter and heiress of Sir Charles Morrison of
Cashiobury, Hertfordshire. He was created
a knight of the Bath at the coronation of
Charles II, and appointed first commissioner
of the admiralty 25 April 1679. When the
king resolved to pass the winter of 1680
without a parliament, Capel and three other
councillors desired to be excused from fur-
ther attendance (TEMPLE, Memoirs, ii. 59).
In November following Capel was one of
the strongest supporters in the commons of
the Exclusion Bill (BurNET, Own Times,
ed. 1838, p. 319). Having after the acces-
sion of William been appointed a lord of the
treasury, he was among the most zealous of
those who endeavoured to compass the over-
throw of Halifax (CLARENDON, Letters on
the Affairs of the Time, ii. 200). He was
left out of the new treasury following the

_general election in 1690, but succeeded Sir
John Lowther in the treasury 27 Feb, 1691-2.
On 1 March 1691-2 he was created Lord
Capel of Tewkesbury., When his kinsman,
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the Earl of Clarendon, was named in the
privy council as suspected of treason, he
endeavoured to prevent his arrest, but finally
signed the warrant along with theother mem-
bers of the council. On account of the pre-
vailing disorders in Ireland in 1693, Lord
Sydney, the lord deputy, who was supposed
to favour the Irish too much, was recalled,
and the government placed in the hands of
three lords justices, of whom Capel had the
chief influence with the government. Asa
strong enemy of Roman catholicism it was
not to be supposed that he would show much
favour to the native Irish, while the other
two lords justices were more disposed to a
mild and compromising policy. The English
thereupon maderepresentationsthat heshould
be installed lord deputy, he undertaking to
manage a parliament, so as to obtain the
passing of the measures the king desired.
He was accordingly declared lord deputy
in May 1695, and by the parliament which
he then called the supplies asked for were
granted, the proceedings of the parliament of
James II were annulled, and the great act of
settlement was confirmed. At the instance
of Capel a motion was made to impeach the
lord chancellor, Porter, for having abused his
position to thrust catholics into commissions
of the peace, and to favour them in their
suits with protestants, but the motion was
lost by a majority of two to one. Capel
died at Dublin 14 May 1696. By his wife,
Dorothy, daughter of Sir Richard Bennet
of Kew, Surrey, he left no issue. Capel,
before he went to Ireland, resided in ¢an old
timber house’ at Kew, where he was fre-
quently visited by Evelyn, who states that
in his garden house he had ‘the choicest
fruit of any plantation in England.’

[Collins’s Peerage (ed. 1812), iii. 480; Lut-
trell’s Diary, 1. 266, 519, 528, ii. 22, 369, 373,
iii. 26, 30, 37, 101, 119, 279, 319, 339, 457, 468,
482, 489, 491, 497, 503, iv. 57, 61, 63 ; Sir Wil-
liam Temple’s Memoirs, ii. 38, 59, 93 ; Burnet’s
Own Times (ed. 1838), pp. 317, 319, 596, 618—
619; Evelyn’s Diary; Oldmixon’s History of
England; Ralph's History of England; Froude’s
English in Ireland, i. 256-8, 263, 267 ; Macau-
lay’s History of England.] T. F. H.

CAPEL, RICHARD (1586-1656), puri-
tan divine, descended from an ancient Here-
fordshire family, was born at Gloucester in
1586, being the son of Christopher Capel,
alderman of that city, and his wife Grace,
daughter of Richard Hands. His father
was a good friend to those ministers who
had suffered for nonconformity. The son,
who was first educated in his native city, be-
came a commoner of St, Alban Hall, Oxford,
in 1601, was afterwards elected a demy of

(Y
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Magdalen College, and in 1609 was made per-
petual fellow oig that house, being then M.A.
During his residence at the university he was
much consulted by noted members of the
Calvinistic party, and he had many pupils
entrusted to his care, including Accepted
Frewen, subsequently archbishop of York,
and William Pember. In the reignof JamesI
he attended at court on the Earl of Somer-
set, and continued there till the death of his
friend Sir Thomas Overbury. In 1613 he
was instituted to the rectory of Eastington,
in his native county, where he became emi-
nent among the puritanical party. In1633,
when the ¢ Book of Sports’ of James I was
published the second time by royal autho-
rity, he declined to read it in his church,
and voluntarily resigning his rectory he ob-
tained a license to practise physic from the
bishop of Gloucester. He now settled at
Pitchcombe, near Stroud, where he had an
estate. In 1641 he espoused the cause of
the parliament and renewed his ministerial
functions at Pitchcombe. ¢In the exercises
of the pulpit he was sometimes a Boanerges,
the son of thunder; but more commonly a
Barnabas, the son of consolation’ (BRoOK,
Puritans, iii. 260). He died at Pitchcombe
on 21 Sept. 1656.

He married Dorothy, daughter of William
Plumstead of Plumstead, Norfolk (she died
14 Sept. 1622, aged 28). His son, Daniel
Capel, M.A., was successively minister of
Morton, Alderley, and Shipton Moigne in
Gloucestershire ; the latter living he parted

with in 1662 for nonconformity, and he prac--

tised medicine at Stroud until his death.

Richard Capel was the author of : 1. ¢God’s
Valuation of Man’s Soul,’ in two sermons
on Mark viii. 36, London, 1632, 4to. 2. ¢Ten-
tations: their Nature, Danger, Cure, to which
is added a Briefe Dispute, as touching Resti-
tution in the Case ofp Usury,” London, 1638,
12mo; second edition, London, 1635, 12mo ;
third edition, London, 1636-7, 12mo; sixth
edition, consisting of five parts, 1658-56, 8vo.
The fourth part was published at London,
16566, 8vo. The ¢Brief Dispute’ was answered
by T. P., London, 1679. 8. ¢‘Apology in De-
fence of some Exceptions against some Par-
ticulars in the Book of Tentations,’ London,
1659; 8vo. 4. ‘Capel’s Remains, being an
useful Appendix to his excellent Treatise of
Tentations, with a preface prefixed, wherein
is contained an Abridgment of the author's
life, by his friend, Valentine Marshall,’ Lon~
don, 1658, 8vo.

He likewise edited some of the theologi-
cal treatises composed by his favourite pupil
‘William Pember, who died in his house at
Eastington in 1625,

[Life of Marshall; Bigland’s Gloucestershire,
i. 539-42; Clarke’s Lives of Ten Eminent Di-
vines (1662), 248; Macfarlane’s Cat. Librorum
Impress. Bibl. Coll. B. Mariz Magd. Oxon. Ap-
pend. 16; Wood’s Athenz Oxon. (Bliss), iii,
421 ; Fuller’s Worthies (1811), i. 385 ; Hether-
ington’s Hist. of the Westminster Assem-
bly of Divines, 109 ; Brook’s Puritans, iii. 159;
Palmer’s Nonconformist’s Memorial (1802), ii,
264 ; Calamy’s Abridgment of Baxter (1713),
ii, 817 ; Cat. of Printed Books in Brit. Mus,;
Watt’s Bibl, Brit. ; Lansd. MS. 985, f. }1‘14(]} o
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CAPEL, Sir THOMAS BLADEN
(1776-1853), admiral, youngest son of Wil-
liam, fourth earl of Essex, by his second
wife, Harriet, daughter of Colonel Thomas
Bladen, was born 26 Aug. 1776, and, accord-
ing to the fiction then in vogue, entered the
navy onboard the Phaeton frigate as captain’s
servant on 22 March 1782. It was ten years
later before he joined in the flesh, and after
serving on the Newfoundland and home
stations and being present as midshipman of
the Sans Pareil in the action off L'Orient,
23 July 1795, he was, on 5 April 1797, pro-.
moted to a lieutenancy and appointed to
the Cambrian frigate, on the home station,
In April 1798 he was appointed to the Van-
guard, bearing the flag of Sir Horatio Nel-~
son, and, during the Medijterranean cruise
‘which culminated in the battle of the Nile,
acted as Sir Horatio’s signal officer. On
4 Aug. 1798 he was appointed by Nelson to
the command of the Mutine brig, and sent
home with duiplica,t'e" despatches, which, in
consequence of the capture of the Leander
[see BErrY, SIR EDWARD], brought the first
news of the victory to England, 2 Oct. His
commander’s commission was at once con-
firmed, and on 27 Dec. he was advanced to
post rank, On 6 Jan. 1799 he was appointed
to the Arab frigate, for the West India sta-
tion. In July 1800 he was transferred to
the Meleager, which on 9 June 1801 was
wrecked in the Gulf of Mexico. In August
1802 he was appointed to the Pheebe of
36 guns, in which he served in the Mediter-
ranean for the three following years, and was
present at the battle of Trafalgar. *The ex~
traordinary exertion of Captain Capel,’ wrote
Collingwood on 4 Nov., ¢ saved the French
Swiftsure; and his ship, the Pheebe, together
with the Donegal, afterwards brought out
the 2]5{;11&111&’ (I‘%moms, Nelson Despatches,
vid, .

On }n)s return to England he sat as a mem-
ber of the court-martial on Sir Robert Cal-
der [q. v.], and on 27 Dec. was appointed to
the Endymion of 40 1\Eu.m;, in which he again
proceeded to the Mediterranean, carrying
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out as a passenger Mr. Arbuthnot, the Eng-
lish ambassador, to Constantinople, where
he continued while the negotiations were
pending, and on their failure brought M.
Arbuthnot back to Malta. The Endymion
was afterwards one of the fleet which, under
Sir John Duckworth, forced the passage of
the Dardanelles, 19 Feb., 3 March 1807, in
which last engagement she was struck by
two of the enormous stone shot, upwards
of 2 feet in diameter, and weighing nearly
8001bs. ; fortunately without sustainingmuch
damage.

In December 1811 Capel was appointed to
the Hogue, on the North American station,
where he continued during the war with the
United States. In June 1815 he was nomi-
nated a C.B.,and in December 1821 was ap-
pointed to the command of the Royal Yacht,
where he remained till advanced to be rear-
admiral, 27 May 1825. On 20 May 1832 he
was made a K.C.B,, and from May 1834 to
July 1837 was commander-in-chief in the
East Indies, with his flag in the Winchester
of 50 guns. This was his last service. He
became a vice-admiral on 10 Jan. 1837;
he was further advanced to be admiral on
28 April 1847, and on 7 April 1852 to be
G.C.B. He died on 4 March 1853. He
married, in 1816, Harriet Catherine, only
daughter of Mr. Francis George Smyth, but
had no issue.

[Marshall’s Roy. Nav. Biog., iii. (vol. ii.) 195;
O’Byrne’s Nav. Biog. Dict.; Gent. Mag. (1853),
vol. cxl. pt. i. p. 540.] J. K. L

CAPEL, WILLIAM, third EArL oF
Essex (1697-1748), eldest son of Algernon
Capel, second earl of Essex, and Mary, eldest
daughter of William Bentinck, first earl of
Portland, was born in1697. In 1718 he was
appointed gentleman of the bedchamber to
George IT when Prince of Wales, an office in
which he was continued after the prince’s ac-
cession to the throne. In1725 he was made
a knight of St. Andrew, and in 1727 he was
constituted lord-lieutenant of Hertfordshire.
In 1731 he was appointed ambassador extra-
ordinary and plenipotentiary to the king of
Sardinia at Turin, an office which he dis-
charged till 1736. He was afterwards ap-
pointed keeper of St. James’s and Hyde Parks,
but resigned this position on 4 Dec. 1739
on being appointed captain yeoman of the
guard. On 12 Feb. 1734-5 he was sworn a
member of the privy council, and on 20 Feb.
1787-8 he was made a knight companion of
the Garter. He died on 8 Jan. 1742-3, and
was buried at Watford. By his first wife,
Jane, eldest surviving daughter of Henry
Hyde, earl of Clarendon, he had four daugh-

ters, and by his second wife, Elizabeth Rus-
sell, youngest daughter of Wriothesley, se-
cond duke of Bedford, he had four daughters
and two sons. Of the sons the elder died
young, and the second, William Anne (1732-
1799), succeeded him in the peerage.

[Collins’s Peerage, ed. Brydges, iii. 484-5;
Clutterbuck’s History of Hertford, i. 242-4.]

T. F. H.

CAPELL, EDWARD (1718 -1781),
Shakespearean commentator, son of the Rev.
Gamaliel Capell, rector of Stanton in Suffollk,
was born 11 June 1713 at Throston, near Bury
St. Edmunds. He was educated at Bury
grammar school and Catharine Hall, Cam-
bridge. In 1737 he was appointed deputy-in-
spector of plays by the Duke of Grafton, from
whom, in 1745, he also received the post of
groom of the privy chamber. In discharging
the duties of deputy-inspector he occasionally
acted with little discretion, as when he re-
fused to license Macklin’s ¢ Man of the World’
underitsoriginal title, The True-born Scotch-
man’ (Biogr. Dram., ed. Jones, iii. 15-16).
His official position gave himleisure to devote
himself to his favourite pursuit—the study
of Shakespeare and of Elizabethan literature.
He published in 1760 ¢ Prolusions, or Select
Pieces of Ancient Poetry.” In this collection
appeared a reprint of the anonymous play,
¢ Edward III, which Capell tentatively as-
signed to Shakespeare. Eight years after-
wards (1768) he published his edition of
Shakespeare in ten volumes, with a dedi-
cation to the Duke of Grafton, grandson
of the patron who had appointed him de-
puty-inspector. Inthe dedicatory epistle he
states that he had devoted twenty years
to the preparation of the edition. An in-
troduction, chiefly bibliographical, was pre-
fixed, but the commentary was reserved for
separate publication. Capell aimed at sup-
plying in the first instance an accurate text
based on a careful collation of the old copies,
and he did his work very thoroughly. The
first part of the commentary—notes to nine
plays, together with the glossary—appeared
in 1774, As it met with little success, he
recalled the impression and determined to
publish the entire commentary, in three
quarto volumes, by subscription. The print-
ing of the first volume was finished in March
1779, and the second volume was ready in
the following February; but subscribers’
names were difficult to procure, and Capell
did not live to see the publication of his
labours. He died 24 Jan. 1781. In 1783
the complete work was issued in three vo-
Tumes, under the title of ‘ Notes and Various
Readings to Shakespeare’ As a textual
critic Capell was singularly acute, and his

c2
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commentary is a valuable contribution to
scholaxship. The third volume is entitled
¢The School of Shakespeare,’ and consists of
¢ guthentic extracts from divers Enghs}l books
that were in print in that author’s time,’ to
which is appended ‘ Notitia Dramatica ; or
Tables of Ancient Plays-(from their begin-
ning to the Restoration of Charles the Se-
colrls).’ In the dedicatory epistle it is alleged
by the editor, John Collins, that Steevens ap-
propriated Capell’s notes while disclaiming
all ‘acquaintance with them. There was a
report that when Capell's Shakespeare was
being printed Steevens bribed the printer’s
servant to let him have the first sheets
SNIOKQLS, Literary Anecdotes, viii. 540).
apell had many enemies among contempo-
rary commentators, Farmer, i his letter to
Steevens, speaks of him contemptuously, and
Dr. Johnson observed that his abilities ¢ were
just sufficient to select the black hairs from
‘the white for the use of the periwig makers.’
Capell was a friend of Garrick, but became
estranged from him in later life. He used
to say that Garrick ‘ spoke many speeches
in Shakespeare without understanding them.’
During the last twenty years of his life he
spent the whole of each summer at Hastings,
where he had built himgelf a house close to
the sea. His rooms in London were at
Brick Court, Temple, where in later life he
lived in such seclusion that only the most
urgent business could draw him out of doors.
He died at Brick Court on 24 Feb. 1781,
and was buried at Fornham All Saints,
Suffolk. He had collected a very valuable
library, the choicest portion of which he
gresented to Trinity College, Cambridge.
teevens printed privately a catalogue of
this collection in 1779; 1t is reprinted in
Hartshorne’s ‘Book Rarities in the . Uni-
versity of Cambridge” Capell is described
by Samuel Pegge as ¢ a personable well-made
man of the middle stature,” and it is added
that he ¢ had much of the carriage, manners,
and sentiments of a gentleman.’ His in-
dustry was astonishing; and it is reported
that lZe transeribed the whole of Shakespeare
ten times. It is admitted that he was pos-
sessed of no little vanity, and thet he was
somewhat unsociable; but his temper had
been soured by neglect. In addition to the
works already mentioned, Capell published,
1. ¢Two Tables elucidating the Sounds of
Letters, 1749, fol. 2. ¢ Reflections on Ori-
inality in Authors: being Remarks on a
etter to Mr. Mason on the Marks of Tmita-~
tion, 1766, 8vo. 'With the assistance of
Garrick he published in 1758 an edition of
¢ Antony and Cleopatra,’ ¢ fitted for the stage
by abridging only,

[Nicholg’s Literary Illustrations, i. 465-76;
iii. 203, v. 421; Nichols’s Literary Anecdotes,
viii. 540; Davy’s Athene Suffolcienses, Add.
MS. 19166 ; Halliwell's Defence of Edward Ca~
pell, 1861; a letter to George Hardinge, ‘esg.,
1777 ; Monthly Review, liii. 394403, Ixix. 484~
488, lxx. 15-23; Biographia Dramatica, ed.
Jones, i. 82, iii. 15-16.] A H.B.

CAPELL, KATHERINE (née Stm-
paENs), Countess or Essex (1796-1882),
[See STEPHENS, KATHERINE. |

CAPELLANTUS, JOHN (£. 14107?),
translated the ¢ De Consolatione Philosophis”
of Boethius into English verse. Copies of
this translation are still preserved, according
to Tanner, in the library of Lincoln Cathe-
dral (i. 68) and in the British Museum
(Harl. MS. xxxiv. A 5). Another copy, im~
perfect towards the beginning, is to be found-
among the Sloane MSS. This writer, who
seems to have been unknown to Leland, Bale,
and Pits, flourished, if we may trust the
statement of Tanner, about 1410.

[Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.-Hib. p. 151.] T. A. A.

CAPGRAVE, JOHN (1393-1464), Au-.
gustinian friar, theologian, and historian,
was born, as he has. himself noted in his
chronicle Sp. 2569), on 21 April 1893. He was
a native of Lynn in Norfolk—¢my cuntre is
Northfolk, of the toun of Lynne’ (Prologue
to the Life of St. Katharine)—where he
passed nearly all his days. Bale and others
wrongly name Kent as his county. Studious
in youth, and ¢sticking to his books like a
limpet to its rocks,” he was sent to one of the
universities, but to-which one is uncertain;
Leland names Cambridge, but only on con~
jecture. Tanner, however, adduces evidence
for thisuniversity from Capgrave’s own words
in a manuscript now destroyed (Cotfon. MS..
Vitellius D. xv, Life of St. Gilbert), On the
other hand, Bale and others state that he took
the degree of doctor of divinity at Oxford ; and
Pamphilus (f. 189) adds that helectured there.
It has been suggested (introd. to CAPGRAVE'S
Chronicle, p. x) that he may have received his
early education at Cambridge, that place being
more conveniently near to Lynn, and after-
wards migrated to the sister university. He
was ordained priest in 1417 or 1418, four or:
five years, he tells us (De ¢llustr. Henricis,
P. 127), before the birth of Henry VI. At
an early age he had elected to enter the order
of Augustine Friars; but we do not know
‘when he first became an inmate of the house
of the friars at Lynn. It may not, however,
be too much to infer that he was connected
with it from youth, and that he may have
received a part of his education within its
walls,
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Soon after taking his doctor’sdegree he was
promoted to be 1:Erovincia.l of his order in
England. An official document dated 1456
is quoted by White Kennet (Parockial An-
tiquities, 1818, ii. 399) in which Capgrave,
as provincial, recognises aclaim to the patron-
age of the convent of Austin Friars at Oxford,
then existing near the site of Wadham
College.

A few more facts relating to his life can
be gathered from his work ‘De illustribus
Henricis,” In 1406, when a boy, he sawthe
Princess Philippa, daughterof Henry IV, em-
bark at Lynn, on her way to marry Eric XIII,
king of Norway, Sweden, and Denmark
(p- 109). In 1422 he was studying in Lon-
don at the time of the birth of Henry VI
(p. 127). In 1446 hereceived the king when
he visited the Austin Friary at Liynn, and
gave him an account of its foundation (p. 137).
It may be presumed that he was then head of
the house. In the dedicatory epistle pre-
fixed to his ¢ Commentary on the Acts of the
Apostles’ he refers toa visit to Rome, where
he was taken ill; but he does not specify the
date (De tllustr. Henricis, app. p. 221).

Capgrave’s biographers eulogise his cha-
racter in the highest terms. Themost learned
of English Augustinians whom the soil of
Britein ever produced, he was distinguished
asaphilosopher and theologian, practically re-
jecting in his writings the dreams of sophists,
which lead only to strife and useless dis-
cussions. Fulfilling the mission of his order,
¢it was his wont to thunder against the
wanton and arbitrary acts of prelates, who
enlarge the borders of their garments beyond
measure, catching at the favour of the 1gno-
rant herd ; not shepherds, but hirelings, who
leave the sheep to the wolves, caring only for
the milk and fleece ; robbers of their country
and evil workers, to whom truth is a burden,
justiceathing of scorn, and cruelty a delight’
(BALE).

His chief patron was Humphrey, duke of
Gloucester, whose life he wrote, and to whom
he dedicated certain of his works. He died
at Liynn on 12 Aug. 1464 (not 1484, as Pam-
philus and Pits say), in his seventy-first
year. . i .

Capgrave was a most industrious writer;
lists of his works are given by Bale, Tanner,
and others. In Latin he wrote: 1. Commen-
tarieson the several books of the Pentateuch,
on Joshua, Judges, and Ruth, the four books
of Kings, Psalms, Ecclesiastes, Isaiah, Daniel,
the twelve Minor Prophets, Acts, Pauline
and Canonical Epistles, and the Apocalypse.
2. “Manipulus Doctrinz Christian. 3.‘De
Fidei Symbolis.’ 4. ‘Super Sententias Petri
Lombardi. 5. ‘Determinationes Theologicse.’

6.¢ Ad Positiones erroneas.” 7. ‘Orationesad
Clerum.” 8.¢Sermones per Annum.” 9.¢Lec-
turee Scholasticze.” 10. ¢ Ordinarize Disputa-
tiones.’ 11.¢Epistoleaddiversos.’ 12.¢Nova
Legenda Anglize” 13. ¢ Vita S. Augustini.’
14. ¢ De sequacibus S. Augustini, and (the
same work or a continuation) 15. ¢ De illus-
tribus viris Ordinis S. Augustini” And the
historical works: 1.¢De illustribus Henricis.’
2, ¢ Vita Humfredi Ducis Glocestrize” His
works in English were: 1. ¢The Life of St.
Gilbert of Sempringham. 2. A metrical
“Life of St. Katharine.” 3. ¢A Chronicle of
England from the Creation to A.p. 1417.
¢ A Guide to the Antiquities of Rome, in
English, & work which he is supposed to
have written during his detention there from
illness, has also been ascribed to him (Chro-
nicle, p. 365).

The commentaries on Genesis and the
Pauline Epistles (and probably some others
of the biblical commentaries) were dedicated
to Humphrey, duke of Gloucester; the com-
mentary on the books of Kings to John Lowe,
bishop of St. Asaph (1433—44); and the com~
mentaries on the Acts and the Apocalypse
to William Grey, bishop of Ely (1454-78).
The ¢ De illustribus Henricis’ was dedicated
to Henry VII, the ¢ Chronicle’ to EdwardIV.
The ¢Life of St. Gilbert’ was dedicated to
Nicholas Resby, master of the order of Sem-
pringham,

Very many of Capgrave’s works are lost.
Those which have appeared in print or are
still extant in manuseript are as follows:—
The autograph manuseript of the ¢ Commen-
tary on Genesis’ (a work written in 1437-8),
which was presented to Duke Humphrey, 18
preserved in Oriel College, Oxford, MS. No. 32.
It was given by the duke to the university, as
one among 135 volumes, in February 1443—4;
other works of Capgrave, included in the same
gift, being the commentaries on Exodus and
on1and 3 Kings. A mannscript of the com-
mentary on the Acts, also said to beautograph,
was given by Bishop Grey, of Ely, to Balliol
College, andisnow marked No. 189, Another
manuseript in the same college, No. 190,
contains Capgrave’s work on the Creeds, the
autograph manuscript being that in the
library of All Souls’ College, No. 17. Tt is
in this latter work that he latinises his name
as ‘Johannes de Monumento Pileato.” The
prologues to the commentaries on Genesis,
the Acts, and the Creeds are printed in the
Rolls edition of the ¢ De illustribus Henricis.
The ‘ Nova Legenda Anglis,’ compiled from
the work of John of Tynemouth, exists in a
manuseript in the York Minster Library;
another copy in the Cottonian Library (Ti-
berius E. i) has been greatly injured by fire ;
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& third is in the Bodleian Library, Tanner
MS. 15. An abridged translation was pub-
lished by Pynson in 1516, and in the same
year Wynkyn de Worde printed the entire
work. e prologue is also printed in the
¢ De illust. Henricis” The ‘Life of St. Gil-
bert of Sempringham’ existed in the Cotton.
MS, Vitellius D xv, which, with the ex-
ception of a few fragments, was destroyed by
fire in 1731, The ¢Life of St. Katharine,
in English verse, is preserved in the Arundel
MSS. 20, 168, 396, in the British Museum ;
and in the Bodleian, Rawlinson MS. 116,
This work is referred to by Osbern Boken-
ham [q. v.‘], a contemporary of Capgrave, in
his¢Life of St. Katharine’ (Adrundel MS. 327 ;
Boxrnmam’s Lyvys of Seyntys, Roxburghe
Club, 1835). The prologue is printed in the
Rollsedition of Capgrave’s‘ Chronicle,’ p. 335.
Fragments of the ¢ Guide to the Antiquities
of Rome’ are found in the fly-leaves of the
two manuseripts of the work on the Creeds
referred to above, and are also printed with
the ¢Chronicle,’ p. 355. The ¢ Liber deillus-
tribus Henricis’ was written during the reign
of Henry VI, and its object was the praise
and glory of that king. %t givesthe lives of
six emperors of Germany, six kings of Eng-
land, and twelve illustrious men who had
borne the name of Henry. The autograph
manuscript is in Corpus Christi College, Cam-
bridge, M. 408; and another copy is in the
Cottonian Library, Tiberius A viii, Cap-
grave’s English ¢Chronicle’ also exists in
autograph in the University Library, Cam-
bridge, MS. Gg iv. 12; another copy is in
Corpus Christi College,MS.167. This ¢schort
remembrauns of elde stories’ seems to have
been broken off, probably just before the
author’s death. In his dedicatory epistle
Capgrave easily accommodates himself to the
change of dynasty, finding Edward IV's title
to be good by Goddis disposition,’ and un~
handsomely reflecting on that of his late
%atron Henry VI as derived ¢ by intrusion.’

oth these historical works were edited by
F. C. Hingeston for the Rolls Series in 1858,

[Bale’s Seript. Brit. Cat.; Leland’s Commen-
tari de Seriptoribus Brit. (1709) ; Jos. Pamphili
Chronjca Ordinis fratrum Erem. S. Augustini
(1681) ; Tanner’s Bibl. Brit.; Rolls editions of
Capgrave’s Chronicle and Liber de illustr. Hen-
ricis (1858).] E. M. T.

.CAPON, JOHN, alizs SaLcoT (d. 1587),
bishop of Salisbury, was a Benedictine mo:
when in 1488 he proceeded B.A, at Cam-
bridge, and a moni of St. John’s Abbey in
Colchester when ordained deacon on 16 ay
1502. His name alprobably implies that he
was & native of Salcot, near Colchester. He

became B.D. in 1512, and D.D. in 1615. In
the ‘King’s Book of Payments’ (Cal. of
Hen, VIII,ii.1441) he is named a.s_receiz;lzﬁ
20s. in February 15616 and again in M
1617 for preaching at court. On 16 Feb,
1616-17, being then prior of St. John’s;
Colchester, he was made abbot of St. Benet's
Hulme in Norfolk (Pa?. Roll, 8 Hen. VIII,
P- 2, m. 20). His brother, Dr. William Ca~
pon [q.v.], was chaplain to Cardinal Wolsey,
and he himself enjoyed Wolsey’s favour,
There is extant (Cal. of Hen. VIII, iv. APJE]..
388) a letter from Capon to Wolsey, 10 Ap:
1525, thanking him for ¢ continual favours?
towards his ‘promotion and advancement,’
and referring to ¢this bringer, Mr. Cromwell,
your servant,’ to explain that the writer is
ill and cannot come up as commanded. ¢This
bringer ’ was afterwards lord privy seal and
earl of Essex. As part of a scheme for re~
deeming first-fruits in Norwich diocese, St.
Benet’s Abbey was by bull, dated 31 May.
1528, of Pope Clement VII (RYMER, xiv.'
244), and by private act of parliament (Taw-
NER, Notitia Monast. p. 333), made directly
subject to the bishops of Norwich who were
to be ex officio abbots there ; but Capon con-
tinued abbot and was succeeded by Repps,
afterwards bishop of Norwich. In February
1529-30 he was at Cambridge to assist in
obtaining a declaration from the university
in favour of the king’s divorce from Catherine,
of Arragon. Nextmonth,15March1529-80,
he was translated to the abbey of Hyde
beslide V‘lfisiche;ter (Patt: ﬁ%oll, 21 Hhen. V]IId:'
p. 1, m. 19). In July following he signe
as one of the spiritual lords, the le::;%rn to
the pope praying him to consent to the
divorce. In August 1533 he was nominated
to the bishopric of Bangor, but the pope:
would not grant the bull of consecration.
However, on 11 April 1534 he had the royal
assent, and on tll:e 19th was consecrated,
bishop of Bangor by Archbishop Cranmer—
the second bishop made in Englind after
Henry VIIT assumed papal authority, Hecon-
tinued abbot of Hyde, holding the bishoprie
in_ commendam, until the suppression, wlgln,‘
with his convent, he surrendered the abbe
to the king in April 1539 (¢ ¢ 30 HenryV.E[Iy"
Public Records Report, viii, App. 1. 24).
¢ What wonder,” exclaims Stevens (Suppl. i
503), ‘that in a depraved age surrenders:
should be so universal, when 'the hetrayers
of their trust, the sacrilegious Judases, were
made bishops!’ Latimer of Worcester and
Shaxton of Salisbury resigned their bishoprics
in the summer of 15639 in consequence:of
the  Six Articles,’ and Capon was translated
to the see of Salishury on 81 July 1539
(Pat. Roll, 81 Hen, V“Iflrly, P. 8, m. 28), which
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he held till his death., He reverted to the
Roman faith on the accession of Queen Mary,
at which time (31 Aug. 1553) he had license
because of his great age to be absent from
the queen’s coronation and from future par-
Yiaments (HAYNES, Burghley Papers, p. 1'?7);
he was, however, at the trial of Bishop
Hooper at Southwark in January 15565. He
died on 6 Oct. 15657, and was buried in
Salisbury Cathedral on the south side of the
choir. Capon was a preacher of some note
and a man of learning. Henry VIII wrote
to Benet, his ambassador at Rome, on 10 July
1531, to urge the pope to refer judgment of
the divorce case to the Archhbishop of Can-
terbury, assisted by the abbot of Westminster
and ¢ the abbot of Hyde, a great clerk’ (Cal. of
Hen. VIII, v. 327). Convocation in 1542,
directing certain bishops to revise a transla-
tion of the New Testament, assigned the
Epistles to the Corinthians to Capon, and
the same convocation appointed him and the
Bishop of Ely examiners of church books,
Protestant writers inveigh against him as a
time-server and a papist—*a false dissembling
bishop,” as he is called by Foxe (v. 484), who
frequently names him as a ¢persecutor’ of
martyrs under Henry VIII and Mary. Fuller
and Strype say he despoiled his bishopric to
enrich himself. His will, dated 18 July
1557, directs that all his goods be divided
among his servants, and as his executors ¢re-
nounced,” the prerogative court of Canter-
bury appointed an administrator on 29 Oct.
1557. Arms: ¢S, a chevron between 3
mullets O, or perhaps ‘A, on a chevron S
between 3 trefoils of the second, 3 escallops
of the field.”

[Cooper’s Athenz Cantab. i. 171, 550 ; Annals
of Cambridge, i. 338-9; Cal. of Henry VIII;
Stevens’s Suppl. to Dugdale, i. 503 ; Dodsworth’s
Salisb, Cath. p. 57; Fuller's Church Hist.;
Foxe’s Acts and Mon. ; Dodd’s Church Hist. p.
489 ; Wood’s Athene Oxon. ed. Bliss, i. 247,
ii. 741, 767, 779, 809 ; Strype ; Leland’s Collect.
vi. 220, 234; Lemon’s Calendar; Richardson’s
Godwin; Milner’s Winchester, ii. 223; Le Neve's
Fasti; State Papers Henry VILI; Browne Willis’s
Not. Parl. i. 128; Burnet’s Hist. of Reforma-
tion; Anderson’s Annals of Engl. Bible, ii. 150 ;
Haynes’s Burghley Papers, p. 177; Britton’s
Salisb. Cath. 41, 95; Grey Friars’ Chronicle, p.37;
Wriothesley’s Chronicle, i. 35, 103 ; Clive’s Lud-
low, 287 ; Bedford’s Blazon of Episcolgac]}i, g.]

CAPON, WILLIAM (d.1550), master of
Jesus College, Cambridge, the brother of
John Capon, alias Salcot [q.v.], was born at
Salcot, Essex. He was educated at Cam-
bridge, where he proceeded B.A. 1499, M.A,
1502, and D.D, 1517, and was proctor in

1509. He was fellow of Catharine Hall, held
the living of Great Shelford, Cambridgeshire,
and on 21 July 1516 became master of Jesus
College, Cambridge. He acted as chaplain
to Wolsey, and was nominated in 1528 the
first dean of Wolsey’s short-lived college at
Ipswich. A long letter from Capon to Wol-
sey, touching the organisation of the college,
is printed in Ellis’s ¢ Original Letters’ (1st
ser. 1. 185, from ¢ MS. Cotton, Titus B i.
1. 175). In 1534 he resigned the vicarage of
Barkway, Hertfordshire, which he had held
for several years; in 1537 became prebendary
of Wells; from 26 Sept. 1687 was for a few
weeks archdeacon of Anglesey; in 1543 was
instituted rector of Duxford St. Peter, Cam-
bridgeshire, and prebendary of Bangor. He
resigned the mastership of Jesus College in
November 1546, and died in 1550.

[Cooper’s Athene Cantab. i. 100; Wood’s
Fasti, ed. Bliss, i. 94 2. (where the date of Capon’s
resignation of Barkway is misprinted 1544);
Ellis’s Letters, 1st ser. i. 185, 3rd ser. ii. 231;
Le Neve's Fasti, ed. Hardy, i. 115, 120, ]2;04i:.|

S. L. L.

CAPON, WILLIAM (1757-1827), scene-
painter, decorative artist, and architect,
the son of an artist, was born at Norwich
6 Oct. 1757. Under his father he com-
menced to paint portraits, but preferring
architecture was placed under Novozielski,
whom he assisted in the buildings and deco-
rations of the Italian Opera House (reopened
1791) and Ranelagh Gardens. In 1794 he
erected a theatre for Lord Aldborough at
Belan House, Kildare, and in the same year
was engaged by John Kemble as scene-painter
for the new Drury Lane Theatre. An en-
thusiasticstudent of old English architecture,
he greatly assisted Kemble in his efforts to
represent plays with historical accuracy, and
the scenes at Drury Lane (and at Covent
Garden after 1802) in which he endeavoured
to reconstruct ancient buildings were greatly
celebrated. Among these were a view of the
ancient palace of Westminster (fifteenth cen-
tury), ¢ wings’ representing English streets,
the Tower of London (for the play of ‘Ri-
chard III’), the council chamber at Crosby
House (for ¢ Jane Shore’), a state chamber
temp. Edward III, a baronial hall Zemp. Ed-
ward IV, and a Tudor hall ¢emp. Henry VII,
His connection with Drury Lane (burnt
1809) resulted in a loss of 500/, He made
drawings of the interiors of Drury Lane and
Covent Garden, which were exhibited in 1800
and 1802. He wasalsoemployed for the Royal
Circus and the theatre at Bath (1805). In
1804 he wasappointedarchitectural draughts-
man to the Duke of York. His leisure was
employed in architectural research, and his
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plans of the old palace of Westminster and
the substructure of the abbey are said to have
occupied him thirty years. The former was
in 1826 purchased by the Society of Anti-
quaries for 120 guineas, and was engraved by
Bagire. Though his preference was for Gothic
architecture, his last work of importance was
a design for a church of the Doric order. He
was a frequent exhibitor at the Royal Aca-
demy, and also (between 1788 and 1827) sent
drawings to the Society of Artists (one), the
British Institution (five), and the Society of
British Artists (five), Hissubjects were chiefly
views of buildings and architectural remains,
with some landscapes. He died at his house
in North Street, Westminster, 26 Sept. 1827.
A portrait of Capon, engraved by W. Bond,
after a miniature.by W. Bone, was published
in the ¢Gentleman’s Magazine, xcviii. 105.
Some of his original drawings are in the
British Museum.

[Redgrave’s Dict. of Artists, 1878 ; Gent. Mag.
1827 and 1828 ; Boaden’s Life of Kemlge,]M

CAPPE, NEWCOME (1733-1800), uni-
tarian divine, eldest son of the Rev. Joseph
Cappe, minister of the nonconformist con-
gregation at Millhill Chapel, Leeds, who
married the daughter and coheiress of Mr.
Newcome of Waddington, Lincolnshire, was
born at Leeds 21 Feb.1733. He was an ar-
dent student when young, and was educated
with great care for the dissenting ministry.
For a year (1748-9) he was with Dr. Aikin
at Kibworth, Leicestershire ; the succeeding
three years he studied with Doddridge at
Northampton, and for another space of three

ears (1762-5) be lived at Glasgow, profiting

y the instruction of Dr. William Leechman.
When he was sufficiently qualified by this
lengthened course of tuition for his profession,
he was chosen in November 1755 co-pastor
with the Rev. John Hotham of the dissenting
chapel at St. Saviourgate, York, and after re-
maining in this position until Mr. Hotham’s
death in the following May became on that
event sole pastor to the congregation, and so
continued until his own (ircease in 1800,
York was at this time the centre of much
greater literary and political life than it isat
present, and Cappe took a prominent place
among 1ts citizens, The large old mansion in
which he lived is describeg by Mr. Robert
Dayvies, in his “‘Walks through York,’ as situate
in Upper Ousegate, and in it he gathered to-

' gether many students of letters, A litera;

club which he founded in 1771 existed wit
unimpaired life for nearly twenty years., In
October 1759 he married Serah, the eldest
daughter of William Turner, a merchant of

Hull. Shedied of consumption in the spring
of 1778, leaving six children behind her. His
second wife, an ardent promoter of education
and of unitarian principles, was Catharine,
daughter of the Rev. Jeremiah Harrison, vicar
of Catterick, and they were married at Bar-
wick-in-Elmet on 19 Feh, 1788, Cappe was
frequently ill, and in 1791 he was seized by
a paralytic stroke. This was followed by
several other attacks of the same kind until
his strength failed, and he died at York on
24 Dec. 1800. His eldest son, Joseph Cappe,
M.D., died in February 1791; his youngest
son, Robert Cappe, M.D., died on 16 Nov.
1802 while on a voyage to Leghorn.

The writings of Cappe which apfea.r‘ed
during his lifetime were comparatively un-
important, Among them were sermons
preached on the days ¢ of national humilia-
tion’ in 1776, 1780, 1781, 1782, and 1784,
An earlier sermon delivered 27 Nov. 1757,
after the victory of Frederick the Great at
Rossbach on 5 Nov. 1757, was of a very rhe-
torical character; it passed through numerous
editions, a copy of the sixth impression being
in the British Museum. In 1770 he pub-
lished a sermon in memory of the Rev. Ed-
ward Sandercock, and in 1785 he edited that
minister’s sermons in two volumes, In 1783
he printed a pamphlet of ‘Remarks in Vin~
dication of Dr. Priestley’ in answer to the
‘Monthly Reviewers.” A Selectionof Psalms
for Social Worship’ and ¢ An Alphabetical
Explication of some Terms and Phrases in
Scripture,’the first an anonymous publication,
and the second ¢by ‘a warm we]%—wisher to
the interests of genuine christianity,’ were
Erinted at York mn 1786, and are kmown to.

ave been compiled by Cappe. The second
of them, it may be added, was reissued at
Boston, U.S,, in 1818. A work of a more
elaborate character, entitled ¢ Discourses on
the Providence and Government of God, was
published by him in 1795 ; a second edition
appeared in 1811, and a third in 1818, After
his death his widow, in her regard for his me-
mory, collected and edited many volumes of
his discourses, consisting of (1) ¢ Critical Re-
marks on many important Passages of Scrip~
ture,’ 1802, 2 vols. ; (2) ¢ Discourses chiefly
on Devotional Subjects,” 1805; (3) ¢ Con-
nected History of the Life and Divine Mission
of Jesus Christ,’ 1809; (4) ‘Discourses chiefl
on Practical Subjects,’ 1816. To the first an
second of these publications she prefixed me-
moirs of his life by herself, and the second
contained an appendix of a sermon on his in-
terment by the Rev. William Wood, and &
memoir from the ¢ Monthly Review,” Febru-
ary 1801, pp. 81-4, by the Rev. C. Wellbe-
loved. His widow, whose biography of Cappe
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is full of interest, died suddenly 27 July 1821, | Miscellaneous Tracts applicable to Naviga-

aged 78. She was the author of several tracts
on charity schools (Dict. of Living Authors,
p. 54).

[Gent. Mag. Ixx. pt. ii. 1299 (1800), 1xxi. pt.
1, 181-2 (1801); Rutt’s Life of Priestley; Tay-
lor’s Biographia Leodensis, pp. 210~12; Davies’s
York Press, pp. 266, 274, 296-8, 303 ; Belsham’s
Theophilus Lindsey, pp. 223-37.] W.P.C.

CAPPER, FRANCIS (1735-1818), di-
vine, born 24 Aug. 1735,son of Francis Capper,
a London barrister, was educated at Westmin-
ster School, and proceeded thence to Christ
Church, Oxford (1753). He graduated as
M.A. in 1760, being then in holy orders and
rector of Monk Soham (October 1759) and
Earl Soham (December 1759), Suffolk, bene-
fices which he retained until his death. He
had a local reputation as a faithful minister
and an upright magistrate. His only con-
tribution to literature was a small tract, en-
titled ¢ The Faith and Belief of every Sincere
Christian, proved by references to various
Texts of Holy Secripture, Ipswich, 12mo.
Capper died at Earl Soham 13 Nov. 1818.

[Gent. Mag. vol. Ixxxviii. pt.ii. p. 476 ; Welch’s
Alumni Westmonast. 360 ; family memoranda.]

CAPPER, JAMES (1743-1825), meteo-
rologist, &c., younger brother of Francis
Capper [q. v.], was born 15 Dec. 1743, and
educated at Harrow School. He entered
the Hon. East India Company’s service at an
early age, and attained the rank of colonel,
holding for some time the post of comptroller-
general of the army and fortification accounts
on the coast of Coromandel. After retiring
from military service he settled for some
years in South Wales, taking much interest
1n meteorology and agriculture. Removing
to Norfolk, he died at Ditchingham Lodge,
near Bungay, 6 Sept. 1825.

James Capper wrote: 1. ¢ Observations on
the Passage to India through Egypt; also to
Vienna through Constantinople and Aleppo,
and from thence to Bagdad, and across the
Great Desert to Bassora, with occasional Re-
marks on the adjacent Countries, and also
Sketches of the different Routes,” London,
1784, 4to, and 1785, 8vo. 2. ‘ Memorial to
the Hon. Court of Directors of the East India
Company,’ 1785 (privately printed). 3. ¢ Ob-
servations on the Winds and Monsoons, illus-
trated with a chart, and accompanied with
Notes, Geographical and Meteorological,
London, 1801, 4to. 4. ¢ Observations on the
Cultivation of Waste Lands, addressed to
the gentlemen and farmers of Glamorgan-
shire,” London, 1805, 5. ¢ Meteorological and

tion, Gardening, and Farming, with Calendars
of Flora for Greece, France, England, and
Sweden,” London, 1809, 8vo.

CarrER, Louisa (1776-1840), was a
daughter of Colonel James Capper, by his
wife, Mary Johnson, and was born 15 Nov,
1776. She published in 1811 an ¢ Abridg-
ment of Locke’s Ilssay concerning the Human
Understanding,” and died unmarried 25 May
1840. She was buried at Rickmansworth,
Hertfordshire.

[Family memoranda; Gent. Mag. (1825), pt. ii.
381; Watt’s Bibl, Brit.] C. J. R.

CAPPER, JOSEPH (1727-1804), an ec-
centriccharacter, wasborn in 1727 in Cheshire
of parents in humble circumstances. At an
early age he came up to London, and, after
serving his apprenticeship to a grocer, set
up a shop on his own account in the neigh-
bourhood of Whitechapel. Owing to the
recommendations of his old master, Capper
sooi. prospered in his trade, and, having been
fortunate in various speculations, eventually
retired from business. Having given up
work, he spent several days in walking about
the vicinity of London, searching for lodg-
ings. Stopping at the Horns, Kennington,
one day, he asked for a bed, and, being curtly
refused, determined to stop in order to plague
the landlord. Though for many years he
talked about quitting the place the next day,
he lived there until the day of his death, a
period of twenty-five years. So methodical
were his habits, that he would not drink his
tea out of any other than his favourite cup.
In the parlour of the Horns he had his
favourite chair. He would not permit any
one to poke the fire without his permission.
He called himself the champion of govern-
ment, and nothing angered him more than
to hear any one declaiming against the British
constitution. His favourite amusement was
killing flies with his cane, before doing which
he generally told a story about the rascality
of all Frenchmen, ¢ whom,” he said, ‘I hate
and detest, and would knock down just the
same as these flies.” Capper died at the Horns
on 6 Sept. 1804, at the age of seventy-
seven, and was buried in the church of St.
Botolph, Aldgate. In his will, which was
made on the back of a sheet of banker’s
cheques, and dated five years before his death,
he left the bulk of his property, then up-
wards of 80,0007, among his poor relations,
whom he always had refused to see in hislife-
time. To his nephews, whom he appointed
his executors, he bequeathed 8,000 three per
cents. between them. There appears, how-

1 ever, tohave been considerable doubt whether
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this will had been properly witnessed ornot.
A curious portrait of Capper will be found in
the third volume of Granger.

[St. James’s Chronicle, 13 Sept. 1804;
Granger’s New, Original, and Complete Wonder-
ful Museum and Magazine Extraordinary (1805),
iii. 1692-6.] G.F.R.B.

CAPPOCH, THOMAS (1718 -1746).
[See Corrocr.]

CARACCIOLI, CHARLES (7. 1766),
topographer, was master of the grammar
school at Arundel in 1766, and was probably
an Itelian. In 1758 appeared a work, anony-
mous, 2 vols. ¢ Chiron, or the Mental Opti~
cian’ (Monthly Review, 1758, xviii, 276), of
which Gough says that Caraccioli was the
author (Brit. Topog. ii. 288, note); and about
two years later a 6d. pamphlet, entitled ¢ An
Historical Account of Sturbridge, Bury, and
the most Famous Fairs,’ &c.,also anonymous,
was published at Cambridge for the author,
which is attributed in the British Museum
Library Catalogue t6 Caraccioli. This is
doubtful, as Caraccioli’s own evidence shows
that about 1758 and 1760 he did not know
English. In 1766 Caraccioli published ¢ The
Antiquities of Arundel’ by subscription, and
dedicated it to the Duke of Norfoﬁx and to
the Hon. Edward Howard, the duke’s heir-
apparent. In 17756 a Charles Caraccioli,
gent., published the first volume of ‘The Life
of Robert, Lord Clive,’ not dated (Monthl
Review, 1775, liii. 80), following this in 1777
by vols. ii. ii1. and iv, of the same work (sb.
1777, 1v. 480); and Gough identifies this au-
thor with the subject of this article (supra).
The ¢ Monthly Review ’ says of ¢ Chiron,’ ¢ It
is a poor imitation of ¢ Le Diable Boiteux ”’
(=vili. 276) ; Gough says of parts of  Arundel,’
‘They are most awkwardly contrived from
printed books’ (Bréz. Topog. 1i. 288) ; Lowndes
says of ‘ Clive,’ It is a confused jumble’ (Bibe.

' Manual, i, 869) ; and the ¢ Monthly Review’
says of it, ‘It is ill-digested, worse connected,
and similarly printeg.’

[Monthly Review, xviii. 276, liii. 80, Iv. 480;
Gough’s Brit. Topog. ii. 288 ; Lowndes’s Bibl,
Man. i. 369.] J. H.

CARACTACUS (#. 50), king of the
Britons, whose name is the latinised form of
the English Caradoc and theWelsh Caradawg,
was one of the sons of Cunobelin, kmf of the
Trinobantes, whose capital was the fortified
enclosure known as ¢ Camulodunum ’ (Col-
chester). As chief of the Catuvellauni he
maintained an energetic resistance tothe Ro-
mans for nearly nine years. Our only au-
thority for the campaign of Aulus Plautiug

(oD, 43-7) is a passage of Dio Cassius.
The Romans landeg in three divisions in the
spring of 4.0.43. Plautius met and defeated
in successive battles Caractacus and his
brother Togodumnos, received the submission
of the Dobuni (Gloucestershire), and, having
established a strori%hold in their country,
pushed up the valley of the Thames; and
came opposite once more to the enemy, who
were on the north bank of the river. The
Britons, thinking themselves safe under the
protection of the broad stream, took no pre-
cautions, and were surprised by the Celtic
troops of Plautius swimming the river to at-
tack them, This advantage was further ex-
tended by the exploits of a body of men which
crossed the river under Vespasian, the future
emperor. A desperateengagement was fought
the next day, in which the Britons made a
brave stand, but were completely defeated.
The site of this decisive battle is uncertain.
Dr. Guest seems to have good reason for
lacing it at Wallingford, on the es.
gamctacus was doubtless the chief com-
mander on the British side. The Britonsre-
treated eastward, and put the Lea between
themselves and the Romans, who, following
them, crossed the Lea, partly by swimmi
and partly by a bridge, and succeeded in en~
gaging and inflicting a great slaughter upon
them once more. In attempting to follow up
the flying Britons the Roman army became
entangleg in the Essex marshes and suffered

Y | severe loss. Plautius recalled his troops, and,

settling them in some spot on the banks of
the Thames, sent for the emperor Claudius,
in accordance with orders which he had re-
ceived when starting for Britain. Dr. Guest
thinks that this spot was the site of London,
and that the Roman works were the begin-
ning of our metropolis. Dio, however, seems
to imply that the Romans were on the south
bank of the river. When Claudius arrived
with reinforcements and a troop of elephants,
the Romans advanced northward, fought a
successful battle with_the Britons, and cap-
tured Camulodunum. Claudiusonly remained
seventeen days in Britain, and then hurried
home to celebrate his triumph, leaving Plau~
tius to complete the conquest of southern
Britain. Caractacusmeanwhileseems to have
retired with his followers to the neighbour-
hood of the Silures (South Wales), and from
his western fastnesses to have made frequent
sallies to stop the imdua.lly extending Roman
dominion. For when in 4.9, 47 Ostorius Sca~
pula succeeded Aulus Plautius as pro-preetor,
he found Britain in a disturbed and dange-
rous state. He seems to have taken measures
at once to fortify the line of the Severn and
Avon, but to have been recalled eastward by
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a revolt of the Iceni (Norfolk and Suffolk).
Having put down this revolt, and having for-
mally established a Roman colony at Camu-
lodunum, he advanced once more to the west
(a.p. 50). Caractacus had led the British
host from the extreme south, and was now in
the territory of the Ordovices (Shropshire),
and somewhere in that district the final battle
took place in the summer of Ao.p. 50. The
site of the battle, like most matters connected
with British history, is a subject of consider-
able doubt. Discussions on this point will
be found in the books referred to at the end
of this article. That which best suits the ac-
count given by Tacitus is the hill called Caer
Caradoc, described by Camden. It is near
the meeting of the Clun and Teme, and in
Camden’s time still retained traces of British
fortification. Caractacus posted his army on
a steep hill, and strengthened all possible ap-
proaches with heaps of loose stones (‘in mo-
dum valli prestruit’). Between this hill
and the Roman camp ran a river of unknown
depth. Ostorius was dismayed at the spirit
shown by the Britons; but the veterans
easily forded the river. They were received
by showers of darts; but at length forming a
testudo, they scaled thehill, tore down the bar-
ricades of stones, and dislodged the Britons.
The wife, daughter, and brothers of Carac-
tacus fell into the hands of the Romans.
Many, however, escaped to the mountains,
and among them Caractacus himself, who took
refuge in the country of the Brigantes; but
their queen, Cartismandua, delivered him
to the Romans. He and his family were
sent to Rome, and made to take part in a
kind of triumphal parade, which defiled past
Claudius and Agrippina. Crowds came from
all parts of Italy to see the captive chief.
- His capture was declared in the senate to be
as glorious as that of Syphax by Scipio, and
Perses by Paulus. The undaunted bearing
of Caractacus roused great admiration. He
was allowed to address the emperor, whom
he reminded that ¢ the resistance he had made
was a large element in his conqueror’s glory ;
that if he were now put to death he would
shortly be forgotten, but that if spared he
would be an imperishable monument of the
imperial clemency.” Claudius granted life to
him and his family ; and here all that we know
of Caractacus ends, except the reflection which
Zonaras records him to have made on seeing
Rome: ‘That he wondered the Romans who
possessed such palaces should envy the poor
huts of the Britons.” Tradition, reproduced
in the untrustworthy Welsh ¢ Triads,’ asserts
that he lived some four years after his cap-
ture, and that his children, becoming chris-
tians, brought the christian faith into Britain,

Some have even supposed that the Claudia
of Martial’s ¢ Epigrams’ (iv. 13, xi. 53) and
of St. Paul’s Epistle (2 Tim. iv. 21) was his
daughter. The identity of the person alluded
to in these passages, and her connection with
Caractacus,are, however, entirely conjectural,
With much more probability she has been
regarded as the daughter of Cogidumnus.
[The ancient authorities for the history are
Tacitus, Ann. xii. 81, 37, Hist. 3, 45 ; Dio Cas-
sius, 60, 19-22; Eutrop. viii. 8 ; Suetonius, Claud.
17, Vesp. 4 ; Zonaras's Xpovikdy, p. 186. A full
account of the campaign of B.c. 50 will be found
in Merivale’s History of the Romans under the
Empire, vi. 224-45, ed. 1865, and in Carte’s
History of England, i. 100-11, ed. 1748. A full
discussion of difficult points in topography and
history will be found in Dr. Guest’s Origines
Celticee, ii. 342, 394-400 ; see also Gough’s Cam-
den, iii. 8,18 ; Horsley’s Monumenta Britannica,
i. 26-7, 31-2; Hugh’s Horz Britannice, pp. 19—
22 ; Freeman’s Old English History, p. 15. Ca-
ractacus, a drama composed like a Greek tragedy,
with choric odes, was published in 1759 by W.
Mason. A frigid poem, Caractacus, a Metrical
Sketch, was published anonymously in 1832. For
a discussion of the question of Claudia, see Wil-
liams’s Claudia and Pudens, 1848 ; Guest’s Orig.
Celt. ii. 121 ; Couybeare and Howson’s Life and
Epistles of St. Paul, il. 514, ed. 1862 ; Farrar’s
Life and Work of St. Paul, ii, 569; Quarterly
Review, July 1858.] E. 8. 8.

CARADOC, S JOHN FRANCIS,
Lorp Howpen (1762-1839), general, who
exchanged the name Cradock for Caradoc in
1820, was the only son of John Cradockq. v.],
archbishop of Dublin, and was born at Dublin,
when his father was bishop of Kilmore, on
12 Aug. 1762. Hisfather’s political interest
wasvery great,and herose quickly in the army,
which he entered as a cornet in the 4th regi-
ment of horse in 1777. In 1779 he exchanged
to an ensigney in the 2nd or Coldstream
guards; in 1781 he was promoted lieutenant
and captain, and in 1785 to a majority in the
12th light dragoons. In1786 he exchanged
into the 13th regiment ; in 1789 was promoted
lieutenant-colonel, and in 1790 commanded
the regiment, when it was ordered to the
‘West Indies at the time of the Nootka Sound
affair. In 1791 he returned to England on
being appointed acting quartermaster-gene-
ral in Ireland, but in 1793 accompanied Sir
Charles Grey to the West Indies as aide-de-
camp, and was appointed to command two
picked battalions selected for dangerous ser-
vices. At their head he served throughout
the campaign in which Sir Charles Grey re-
duced the French West Indian islands, and
was wounded at the capture of Martinique,
and at its conclusion received the thanks of
parliament and was promoted colonel of the
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127th regiment. On 1 Oct. 1795 he was ap-
pointed assistant-quartermaster-general, and
in 1797 quartermaster-general in Ireland, and
on 1 Jan, 1798 was promoted major-general.
In 1798 his local knowledge was invaluable
to Lord Cornwallis in the suppression of the
TIrish rebellion ; he was present at the battle
of Vinegar Hill and the capture of Wexford ;
he accompanied Lord Cornwallis in his rapid
march against the French general, Humbert,
and was wounded in the affair at Ballyna-
hinch. He sat in the Irish House of Commons
as M.P. for Clogher from 1785 to 1790, for
Castlebar from 1790 to 1797, for Middleton,
co. Cork, from 1798 to 1799, and for Thomas-
town, co. Kilkenny, from 1799 to 1800. In
parliament he always voted as a strenuous
supporter of the government, and on 17 Feb.
1800 he acted as second to the Right Hon.
Isaac Corry,chancellor of the Irish exchequer,
in his famous duel with Grattan in Phenix
Park, At the same time he strengthened
his political connections by marrying, on
17 Nov. 1798, Lady Theodosia Meade, third
daughter of John, first earl of Clanwilliam.

On the completion of the union he lost
his seat in parliament, but was appointed to
a command on the staff’ of Sir Ralph Aber-
cromby in the Mediterranean. He joined
the army at Minorea, and received the com-
mand of the 2nd brigade. He was engaged
in the battles of 8, 18, and 21 March in
Egypt, and after the death of Abercromby
he accompanied Géneral Hutchinson in the
advance on Cairo as second in command.
He was present at the surrender of Cairo,
but then fell ill of fever, and was unable to
co-operate in the reduction of Alexandria.
At the conclusion of the Egyptian campaign
he was appointed to the-command-in-chief of
a corps of seven thousand men, and ordered
to reduce the igland of Corsica. The peace
of Amieu:&)ut an end to the expedition, but
he was made a knight of the Bath, gazetted
colonel of the 71st light infantry, and on
21 Dec. 1808 was appointed commander-in-
chief of the forces at Madras, and a local
lieutenant-general.

His command at Madras was signalised by
the mutiny at Vellore. Shortly after his ar-
rival he had determined to reduce the chaotic
mass of regulations for the army under his
command into something like a regular code.
In 1805 the new code was issued under the
sanction of the governor, Lord William Ben-
tinck, and as it was particularly minute on
questions of uniform it greatly offended the
sepoys. The family of Tippoo Sahib took ad-
vantage of the discontent to set on foot a con-
spiracy among the Mahomedans in the native
army, and on 10 July 1806 a mutinybroke out

at Vellore. When the mutiny was suppressed
there were mutual recriminations among the
authorities at Fort George as to its cause;
Cradock threw the responsibility upon his
subalterns for advising the changes, and on
the governor for sanctioning them ; the go-
vernor declared it was all the commander-in=-
chief’s fault, and in the end, in 1807, the
court of directors recalled both Cradock and
Lord William Bentinck, :
The ministers at once appointed Cradock
the command of a division in Ireland, but his
mind was ‘soured by ill-treatment’ ( Welling-
ton’s Supplementary Despatches,v.261),and
he speedily resigned his division and applied
for active service, In December 1808 Cra~
dock (lieutenant-general on 1 Jan. 1805) ar-
rived at Lishon to talke command of the troops
which Moore had left behind him in Port
Cradock’s position was a difficult one. He
had not more than ten thousand men under-
his command, including the sick and the
stragglers, and could not put more than five:
thousand in the field. His position was soon
complicated by Sir John Moore’s retreat; the.
Portuguese re%ency wished him to advance to
Oporto, and the people became furious and
insulted and even murdered English soldiera
in the streets oflLisbon. Cradock knew that
it was impossible to protect Oporto against
Soult’s vi(ﬁ;orious a.rmg, and r(zll:a.ted instead
to defend Lishon, threatened both by Soult.
and Victor in the east. Instructions arrived
for him to prepare to evacuate Portugal, but
the English ministers suddenly resolved to
defend Lisbon at all hazards,and Cradock was
ordered to advance from Lisbon and take up
a central position. He moved most unwil-
lingly from Passa d’Arcos to Leiria, and there
formed . his small army in- order of battle to
await the advance of Soult from Oporto. Cra~
dock had time to reorganise his army, and,
after receiving reinforcements, had begun an
advance against Soult, when the news arrived '
that the government had decided to promote
him to the governorship of Gibraltar, and to
supersede him in Portugal by Wellesley. Sir
Arthur Wellesley did all he could to soften
Cradock’s disappointment, but to the end of .
his life he felt t%at he had been badly treated.
In 1809 he was appointed colonel oiy the 43rd
regiment, and in 1811 was promoted to the
governorship of the Cape of Good Hope,
which, however, he only retained till 1814,
In 1812 he was promoted general, but he re-
mained s disappointed man, The Duke of
Wellington took his only son upon his per-
sonal staff, and through the duke’s influence
Cradock was created Lord Howden in the
peemig‘;tof Ireland on 19 Oct. 1819. He
was further favoured by the duke, and on
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7 Sept. 1831 he was created a peer of the
United Kingdom as Lord Howden of How-
den and Grimston, co. York, on the corona-
tion of William IV. He died at Grimston
on 6 July 1839, in his seventy-ninth year.
[Reyal Military Calendar; for the mutiny at
Vellore see the Asiatic Annual Register for
1807, papers presented to Parliament 1813, and
‘Wilson’s continuation of Mill’s History of British
India, vol. i. chap. ii.; for his services in Portu-
gal see Napier's Peninsular War, book vi.,
chaps i. ii. iii., and Appendices1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8,
and 9, which are of special value, as Lord How-
den placed all his papers and manusecripts at Sir
William Napier’s disposal.] H. M. S.

CARADOC, Sir JOHN HOBART,
second Lorp Howpen (1799-1873), diplo-
matist, only child of General Sir J. F. Cara-
doc,lord Howden [q. v.] and Lady Theodosia
Meade, third daughter of the first earl of
Clanwilliam, was born in Dublin on 16 Oct.
1799. He was gazetted an ensign in the
Grenadier guards on 13 July 1815, and was
soon afterwards appointed an aide-de-camp
to the Duke of Wellington at Paris, where
he remained until the dispersion of the army
of occupation in 1818. On 22 Oct. 1818
he was promoted lieutenant and captain in
the Grenadier guards, and then proceeded to
Lisbon, as aide-de-camp to Marshal Beres-
ford [q. v.], and in 1820 he was appointed
aide-de-camp to Sir Thomas Maitland, the
governor of Malta. In 1823 he exchanged
to the 29th regiment, but in 1824 he deter-
mined to enter the diplomatic service, and
was appointed an attaché at Berlin. In 1825
he joined the embassy at Paris, and on 9 June
1825 was gazetted to an unattached majority
in the army. In 1827 he was ordered to Kgypt
in order to try to prevent Mehemet Ali from
intervening in the struggle between Turkey
and Greece. In this he failed, and he was
then ordered to join Sir Edward Codrington,
the admiral commanding the Mediterranean
fleet, as military commissioner, with instruc-
tions to force Mehemet Ali to withdraw the
army with which he had occupied the Mo-
rea. At Navarino Caradoc was wounded,
and he had afterwards no difficulty in secur-
ing the withdrawal of the Egyptian army.
In 1830 he was elected M.P. for Dundalk,
but he did not seek re-election in 1831, and
in 1832 was appointed military commissioner
with the French army under Marshal Gé-
rard, which was besieging Antwerp. Here
he was again wounded, and was made, for
his services, a commander of the Legion of
Honour, and of the order of Leopold of Bel-
gium. In August 1834 he was appointed
military commissioner with the Spanish army,
which had entered Portugal, and was present

at the convention of Evora Monte, and in
the same year he was attached to the Chris-
tinist army in the north of Spain. He was
present at the victories obtained over the
Carlists at Olozagutia and Gollana, and was
rewarded for his services with the order of
San Fernando. In 1839 he succeeded his
father as second Lord Howden, and returned
to England. In 1841 he was promoted to be
colonel in the army, and made an equerry to
the Duchess of Kent, a post which he held to
the end of his life. On 25 Jan. 1847 he was
appointed minister at Rio de Janeiro with a
special mission to the Argentine Confedera-
tion and the republic of Uruguay. He was
ordered to act in conjunction with Count
‘Walewski, the French minister plenipoten-
tiary, and also not to allow the British fleet
to do more than blockade Buenos Ayres
and Monte Video. When Count Walewski
showed himself favourably inclined towards
General Rosas, governor of Buenos Agyres,
and when Rosas himself paid no attention to
the ultimatum of the two powers, Howden
decided to leave the questions at issue un-
settled, and raised the blockade of Buenos
Ayres on 2 July 1847, and returned to Rio de
Janeiro. He remained in Brazil till 1850,
when he was appointed minister plenipoten—
tiary at Madrid, and in 1851 he was promoted
major-general, and on 23 Feb. 1852 made a
K.C.B. AtMadrid he was both well known
and popular, and had thus a great advantage
over his predecessor, Sir Henry Bulwer. In
March 1858 he retired from ill-health, but
without a pension, and was made, on his re-
tirement, a G.C.B. and a knight grand cross
of the order of Charles IIT of Spain. In
1859 he was promoted lieutenant-general,
in 1861 he retired from the army, and after
the death of the Duchess of Kent in that
year he lived in retirement until his death
at Bayonne on 8 Oct. 1873. He married in
January 1830 Catherine, danghter of Paul,
count Skavronsky, and great-niece of Prince
Potemkin, but had no children, and on his
death the English and Irish baronies of
Howden became extinct.

[None of the obituary notices on Lord How-
den are very full, but the details of his long and
varied diplomatic career are to be found in the
Foreign Office List for 1872; for his conduct in
the River Plate affair, see The Anglo-French
Intervention in the River Plate considered, espe-
cially with reference to the negotiations of 1847
under the conduct of Lord Howden, by A. R.
Pfeil, London, 1847, and Two Letters addressed
to the Right Honourable Lord Howden, on the
withdrawal of the British intervention from the
River Plate question, Monte Video, 1847.]

H. M. 8.
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CARADOG (d. 1035), & South Welsh
prince, was & son of Rhydderch, who had
seized the government of Deheubarth, and
died in 1031 at the hands of Irish pirates.
Caradog did not, however, manage to succeed
to Rhbydderch’s power, which fell to Howel
and Maredudd, sons of Edwin, who are said
to have brought the Irish against Rhydderch.
‘War ensued between the new rulers and the
sons of Rhydderch, and in 1082 the latter
were defeated in an action at Hiraethwy.
Before long the death of Maredudd restored
victory to Caradog and his brothers (1035).
Before the year was out Caradog himself
was slain by the English. The event is not
noticed in the English chronicles,

[Annales Cambriz, Rolls Series; Brut y Ty-
wysogion, Rolls Series; Gwentian Brut (Cam-
brian Archaeological Association).] T.F.T.

CARADOG oF LIANCARVAN (d. 1147 ?),
‘Welsh ecclesiastic and chronicler, was, as
his name indicates, probably either born at
or a monk of the famous abbey of Llancarvan
in the vale of Glamorgan. He was apparently
one of the brilliant band of men of letters that
gathered round Earl Robert of Gloucester,
the bastard son of Henry I. Caradog was a
friend of Geoffrey of Monmouth, who at the
conclusion of his famous ‘British History,’
which ends with Cadwaladr Vendigaid, says:
¢ The princes who afterwards ruled in Wales
I committed to Caradog of Llancarvan, for
he was my contemporary. And to him I

ve the materials to write that book ’ (Hist,

rit. bk. xii. ch. xx.) Caradog’s chief work
was a sort of continuation of Geoffrey’s fic-
tions from the beginninﬁ:f really historical
times down to his own day. In its original
form Caradog’s chronicle is not now extant.
There exist, however, several Welsh chroni-
cles going down to much later times than
Caradog’s which profess to be derived from
that author’s work. The English compila-
tion known as Powel’s ¢ History of Cambria,’
first published in 1584, also claims in its
earlier part to be based on Caradog. That
Caradog wrote a chronicle is clearly proved,
and there is therefore every probability that
the later chroniclers used his as their basis.
It is, however, more likely that Caradog
wrote his work in Latin than in Welsh.
The relation of Caradog to the early part of
the ‘Bruts’ must, however, be determined
purely on internal evidence; and for such
minute investigations a better editing of
them is needed than has been given by Mr.
Williams ab Ithel in the Rolls edition of
the ‘Brut y Tywysogion’ Mr, Aneurin
Owen has pointed out, however, that the
¢ Brut’ changes its style and tone in g very

remarkable way about 1120, The entries,
which had since 1100 been very copious,
suddenly became meagre, and the English
sympathies of the earlier writer are ex-
changed for a patriotismg that warmly favours
the é’elsh. uch partiality as that of the
earlier writer Wouﬂi naturally come from
Caradog, and the date of the change of style
increases the probability of it.

Caradog is also said to have written ¢ Com~
mentarii in Merlinum,’” ¢ De situ orbis,’ and
¢Vita Gilde’ (BALE, Seript. Brit. Cat.p.196),
Of the two former nothing is known. The
old life of Gildas, published by Mr. Stevenson
for the English Historical Society, is pro-
bably the latter work, Mr, Stevenson denies
that Caradog wrote it, but Mr. T. Wright
(Biog. Brit. Lit., Anglo-Saxon period, p. 1%9)
has shown reasons for believing him to be
its author. The work is not of very great
value or authenticity.

Pits says that gs.mdog was an elegant
poet, and an eloquent rhetorician as well asa
considerable historian. He says he flourished
about 1150. Gutyn Owain, a Welsh bard
and herald of the fifteenth century, says that
Caradog died in 1156. As Geoffrey of Mon-
mouth speaks in the past tense in his re-
ference to him, it is more probable that he
died before 1147, the latest possible date for
the publication of the ¢ Historia Brittonum.’
It is very improbable that he is the same as
his contemporary Caradog the hermit.

[Bale’s Script. Brit. Cat. pp. 195-6 ; Pits, De
Anglie Scriptoribus, p. 215; Owen’s Introduc-
tion to the Gwentian Brut (Cambrian Archseo-
logical Association); Wright's Biog. Brit, Lit.
Anglo-Saxon period, p. 119, Anglo-Norman
period, p. 166-7 ; Stevenson’s Gildas (Eng, Hist.
Soc.), Preface, pp. xxvii-xxx.] T.E.T. -

CARADORI-ALLAN, MARIA CA-
TERINA ROSALBINA (1800-1865), voca~
list, was born at the Casa Palatina, Milan,
in 1800. Her father, Baron de Munck, was
an Alsatian, who held a post in the French
army, Her mother, whose maiden name was
Caradori, was a native of St. Petersburg.
Owing to her father’s death she was forced to
adopt musie as a profession, though the only
training she received was from her mother.
After a tour in France and part of Germany,
by the exertions of Count St. Antonio she
was enga.gﬁd for the King’s Theatre, where
she made her first appearance as Cherubino
in the ¢ Nozze di Figaro,’ 12 Jan, 1822, Her
sa.laryfort:lhissea,sonwas iE}OOI. In1828shewas
re-en; , at a salary of 4007., and appeared
as Vigte ia in Mozart’s ¢ Clemenza &)ipeTito,’
and as Carlotta in Mercadante’s ¢ Elisa e Clau-
dio.” In 1824 she was married to Mr. E. T.
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Allan, the secretary of the King’s Theatre,
where she was again engaged at a salary of
5001, singing with Catalaniin Mayr’s  Nuovo
Fanatico per la Musica, and (for her own
benefit) as Zerlina in ¢ Don Giovanni’ In
the following year her chief parts were Car-
lotta in Generali’s ¢ I’Adelina,’ Fatima in
Rossini’s ¢ Pietro ’Eremita,’ and Palmida in
Meyerbeer's ¢ Crociato;’ in the latter opera
she was associated with the sopranist Vel-
Iuti, In 1826 her salary, which had been
lowered to 4007, was raised to 700, and she
sang with Pasta in Zingarelli's ¢ Romeo e
Giulietta, and as Rosina in ¢ I1 Barbiere di
Seviglia” In the following year her salary
was 1,200Z, but this was the last season of
Ttalian opera for some time, and Mdme. Cara-
dori-Allan went abroad. She sangin Venice
in 1830, butin 1834 reappeared in Italian opera
in London, and after 1835 remained in Eng-
land untilherdeath. Shesangthesopranosolo
music at the first performance of Beethoven’s
ninth symphony in England, 21 March 1825,
and in the same year took part in the York
festival. In 1826 she was at Gloucester, and
in 1827 at the Leicester and Worcester fes-
tivals. In 1834 she sang in the Handel fes-
tival in Westminster Abbey, in 1836 at the
Manchester festival with Malibran, and in
1846 took part in Mendelssohn’s ¢ Elijah’ at
its production at the Birmingham festival., In
the latter years of her career she abandoned
the stage for oratorio and concert singing,
in which she achieved great success, Shere-
tired about 1845, and died at Elm Lodge,
Surbiton, on Sunday, 16 Oct. 1865. Mme.
Caradori-Allan all herlife enjoyed great popu-
larity ; personally she was very accomplished,
and at the same time most amiable and un-
affected. Her singing was more remarkable
for finish than for force ; her voice was sweet,
but deficient in tone, and it was said of her
that ¢ she always delighted, but never sur-
prised,’ her audiences. As an actress she
was charming. There are portraits of her as
Creusa in ¢ Medea,’ by Hullmandel after Hay-
ter, and in Ebers’s ¢ Seven Years of the King’s
Theatre.’

[Grove’s Dict. of Musie, i. 307 ; Lord Mount~
Edgeumbe’s Musical Reminiscences of an Old
Amateur (ed. 1827),p. 165 ; Ebers’s Seven Years
of the King’s Theatre, pp. 143, 154, &c. ; Somer-
set House, i. 380, ii. 88 ; Orchestra for 21 Oct.
1865; Quarterly Musical Magazine, 1825, p. 347;
Times, 19 Oct. 1865.] W.B.S.

CARANTACUS, in modern Welsh
CARANNOG, Saint (f. 460), was, ac-
cording to the life contained in Cotton. MS.
Vespasian A. xiv. (printed by th.e Bollandists
and by Rees, ¢ Cambro-Brit. Saints,’ pp. 97—
101), the son of Cereticus (Ceredig), king of

the region which has received from him the
name of Cardigan. A Welsh document
printed by Rees under the title ¢ Pedigrees
of Welsh Saints’ makes him not the son but
the grandson of Ceredig, his father’s name
being given as Corwn. It is impossible to
place any confidence in either of these state-
ments, since, although the name of Ceredig
is doubtless historical, the traditions relating
to him are for the most part obviously fabu-
lous. Eight of the most celebrated of the
‘Welsh saints are stated to have been his
sons or grandsons, while the genealogy of
many others is traced up to his eight brothers.
Equally worthless is the assertion quoted by
Colgan from the ¢Opuscula’ of St. Oengus,
lib. 4, c. 6, that Carantacus was one of the
fifteen sons (all bishops!) of St. Patrick’s
sister Darerca. The life above referred to
(which the Bollandists remark is suspected
of being largely fabulous) says that the king-
dom of Ceredig being invaded by the Irish,
and the king being advanced in years and
infirm, the nobles counselled him to abdicate
in favour of his eldest son, Carantacus. The
young prince, ‘loving the heavenly king
more than an earthly kingdom,” took flight
in order to escape the honour that was to be
thrust upon him, and lived for some time as
a hermit in a place which was afterwards
known as Guerit Carantauc (possibly Llan-
grannog in Cardiganshire). According to
another version of this part of his story, the
place of his retirement was a cave called
Edilu. Here he gave himself to prayer and
to the study of the scriptures. He after-
wards passed over into Ireland, and became
associated with St. Patrick in the evange-
lisation of that country, having changed his
name to Cernach or Cernath. In Ireland he
was regarded with great reverence, and there
were ‘many churches and cities’ named
after him in the province of Leinster.

It appears from this that the author of
the ¢ Life’ regarded Carantacus as the same
person with St. Cairnech, a bishop who is
mentioned by the Irish hagiologists as a
companion of St. Patrick, and as having as-
sisted him in the work of editing the Brehon
laws. The correctness of this identification
derives some support from the fact that the
festival of Cairnech is placed in the Irish
calendars under 16 May ; there being reason
to believe that this was the date assigned
by the British church to Carantacus. At
Llangrannog, the church of which is dedi-
cated to this saint, there is an annual fair
on 27 May (i.e. 16 May old style); and at
Crantock in Cornwall, where there is the
same dedication, the village feast is on the
Sunday nearest to 16 May. The Irish writers
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themselves speak of Cairnech as a Briton, but
they make him a native not of Wales but of
Cornwall. It appears likely, however, that
this is merely a conjecture, founded on an
etymological interpretation of the name
Cairnech, which MacFirbis regarded asmean-
ing ¢ Cornishman.” There seems on'the whole
to be no reason for disputing the identity
of Carantacus and Cairnech, or the correct-
ness of the statement that he was born in
Wales. .

The ¢ Life’ goes on to say that Carantacus
returned to V&Eales, and again occupied for a
time the cave which had formerly been his
hermitage.. The account of his miracles,
and of his intercourse with King Arthur, it
is not worth while to reproduce here; but
there may possibly be some historical founda-~
tion for the statement that he founded a church
at a place called ‘Carrum, and at another
called ¢Carrou’ (Caerau, Glamorganshire),
near the mouth of the ¢Guellit.” After-
wards, the biographer says, he went back to
Ireland, and was buried at a place called,
after his own name, ¢ the city of Cernach.’
The Irish writers call him Cairnech of Tuilen
(Dulane in Meath), and say that he is buried
at Inis-Baithen in Leinster. MacFirbis says
that he was ‘the son of Luithech, son of
Luighidh, son of Talum,’ &c. This pedigree
may possibly be authentic, as the story of
the descent of Carantacus from Ceredig is
obviously mere legend.

A trace of a dedication to, St. Carantacus
seems to exist in the name of Carhampton
£Domesda,y ‘Carentone’) in Somersetshire.

eland states that he saw there a ruined
chapel of this saint, which had formerly
been the parish church. Although Anglo-
Saxon place-names derived from names of
saints are extremely rare, a few instances of
them seem to exist in the west, near the
borders of the native British territory, and
there seems to be no ground for questioning
the correctness of Leland’s derivation of the
name. :

Carantacus or Cairnech must be distin-

uished from another Cairnech [3 v.], whose
gestival is 28 March, and who died about 539.

[Act. Sanctt. May, iii. 548 ff.; Colgan, Acta
Sanctorum Hiberniz, i. 263, 473, 717-18 ; Rees’s
Cambro-Brit. Saints, 97-101, 396-401 ; Todd’s
Irish Nennius, ¢x, exi; Senchus Mor, i. xix, 16,
17, ii. v-viii ; Martyrology of Donegal, p. 133;
Stokes on the Calendar of Oengus, p. lxxxvii;
Dict. Christian Biography, i. 383.] . H. B,

CARATUSIUS (245 P-293), Roman em-
ﬁeror in Britain in the time of Diocletian and
aximianus Herculius, was & man of very
humble origin, and is deséribed by Aurelius

Victor (De Cesaribus, c. 39) as ‘Menapin
civig, an expression which indicates the
district about the mouths of the Scheldt and
the Meuse as his native country (cf. Buxn-
BURY, Hist. of Ane. Geog. ii. 186; G. Lona
in SmirE's Dict. of Anc. Geog. 8.v. ‘Me-
napii’). The portrait of himself on his coins,
which were probably first issued in A.p, 287,
is apparently that of a man of about forty.
In his youth Carausius earned his livelihood
as a pilot. In 286 he is mentioned as greatly
distinguishing himself in the cam%aign of the
Emperor Maximian against the Bagaudse—
the revolted peasants and banditti of Gaul.
About this period Maximian found it neces-
sary to take active measures for suppressing
the Frank and Saxon pirates who preyed upon
the coasts of Britain and Gaul. Carausius
was entrusted with the formation and com-
| mand of a fleet which was stationed at Ges-
soriacum (Boulogne). But ¢ the integrity of
the new admiral’ (as Gibbon says), ¢ corre-
sponded not with his abilities.” He allowed
the pirates to sail out and ravage as usual,
but when they returned he fell upon them
and seized the spoil, reserving a portion—ap-
parently a very considerable portion—for his
own purposes. Maximian at last gave orders
that his admiral should be put to death., But
Carausius was strong in the possession of the
fleet, and had ample resources for corruption,
and on becoming aware of Maximian’s inten-~
tion, he promptly crossed the Channel with
his ships, took possession of Britain, and
‘ assumed the purple’ ¢‘ purpuram sumpsit,’
EuTroPIUS), A.D. 287. It has been sometimes
said that Carausius was ¢the first count of
the Saxon shore’ (¢ comes littoris Saxonici’),
a title only first made known to us in the
¢ Notitia,” i.e. about the end of the fourth
century A.n. If we assume with Guest
(Origines Celtice, ii. 154), Freeman (Nor-
man Conguest, ed. 1867, i. 11), Stubbs
(Constitutional Hist. of Eng. Library ed,
1880, i. 67 note), and other writers (sece
Bocking’s commen on cap. xxv. of his
edition of the Notitia), that the duties of the
¢Comes’ were to protect ¢ the Saxon shore,’
Le. the shore on either side of the Channel,
from the ravages of the Saxon pirates, we
may, at any rate, safely affirm that Carau-
sius was practically the first who was ap-
Eomted to perform the duties of the Comes.
appenberg (Hist. of Eng. under the Anglo-
Sazxon Kings, 1845, i. 44 ff.; of. KeMBLE,
Sazons in England, i. 12), who thinks that
the ‘ comes littoris Saxonici’ was the com-
mander of the Saxon colonists settled along
the coasts of Britain and Gaul before 450,
considers that Carausius was practically the
first ¢ comes’ in this sense, remarking that
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if Carausius, ‘ himself a German by extrac-
tion, a Menapian by birth . . . did not
cause the settling of the Saxons along the
Saxon shore, in Gaul as well as in Britain,
he at least promoted it by his alliance with
them. A substantially similar view as to
the relations of Carausius and the Saxons is
taken by Schaumann (Zur Geschichte der
Eroberung England's durch germanische
Stdmme, Gottingen, 1845), Dirks (Les Anglo-
Sazxons et leurs petits deniers dits Sceattas,
Brussels, 1870, pp. 15 ff.), and Howorth
(Journ. of Anthropological Institute, Febru-
ary, 1878).

Maximian, deprived of his fleet, was unable
to pursue Carausius immediately, but during
part of 288 and 289 confined himself to
making elaborate naval preparations. Carau-
sius meanwhile was supposed to be trem-
bling for his safety, ‘Quid nunc animi habet
ille pirata P’ asks the courtly panegyrist of
Maximian in an oration delivered at Tréves
on 21 April 289 : ¢ Adificatee sunt ornatze-
que pulcherrime classes cunctis simul amni-
bus oceanum petituree’ (MAMERTINI Paneg.
Mazx. Herc. dict. c. 12). The new fleet was
brought into action—probably shortly after
this date—but its half-trained seamen proved
to be no match for the sailors of Carausius,
who had built a number of additional ships
afterthe Roman model. Carausiuswas, more-
over, an experienced soldier (EUTROP. 1x.22).
On landing in Britain in 287 he had won
over to his side (probably by bribery) the
Roman legion stationed in the island, and he
proceeded to organise an army by adding to
the legion some companies of foreign mer-
cenaries and even merchants from Gaul: the
prospect of spoil made his service attractive,
and ‘barbarians’ also joined theranks. Part
of his fleet held possession of Boulogne. The
contest between the rivals seems to have
lasted some time, the advantage being always,
apparently, on the side of Carausius, and at
last in 290 Maximian was glad to come
to terms with the usurper. Eutropius (ix.
22) only records the bare fact that peace was
brought about ; but from certain coins issued
by Carausius, evidently at this period, it
would appear that he was actually acknow-
ledged by Maximian and Diocletian as a

artner in the empire. Carausius, probably
igtom the very moment of his first setting sail
for Britain, had already placed his own por-
trait on the coins which he issued, and had
styled himself ¢ Imperator, ‘Ceesar, Au-
gustus,” adding the usual imperial epithets
of ¢ Pius’ and ‘Felix;’ but he now issued a
remarkable copper coin (a specimen is in the
British Museum), on the obverse of which
he placed the three heads of Diocletian,

VOL. IX.

Maximian, and himself, accompanied by the
inscription CARAVSIVS ET FRATRES SVI. The
reverse bore the inscription PAX Aveee (i.e.
‘trium Augustorum’) and a female per-
sonification of peace, holding olive-branch
and sceptre. On a few other coins of Carau-
sius, which must also belong to this period,
the legends have reference to three Augusti,
and not merely—as at first—to a single Au-
gustus (Carausius himself). But the union
of the imperial ¢ brethren’ was soon to be
dissolved. In 292 Diocletian and Maxi-
mian invited Galerius and Constantius Chlo-
rus to share in the growing cares of empire,
as Camsars. The defence of Gaul and Bri-
tain was entrusted to Constantius; and he
proceeded to strike a blow at the power of
Carausius by an attack on Boulogne. He
besieged the town both by land and sea,
obstructing the mouth of the harbour by a
mole. The garrison surrendered, and Con-
stantius was making other preparations for
the recovery of Britain, when he received
the welcome news that Carausius had been
assassinated by his chief minister, Allectus,
293. [The exact date and sequence of
the events in the life of Carausius are not
absolutely certain ; the chronology that has
here been adopted is that of Clinton (Fasti
Rom.) According to other modern critics
(see PAULY, Real-Encyclop.) the reign of
Carausius lasted from 286 to 293, and the
peace with Maximian and Diocletian was
made, not in 290 but in 292. The date,
294, adopted by Gibbon (also in Monwm.
Hist. Britan. and elsewhere) for the death
of Carausius is erroneous (see W, SMITH’S
note in the Decline and Fall, ii. 71).]

The brief notices of Aurelius Victor and
Eutropius, and the necessarily unsatisfactory
statements of the Panegyrists, throw little
light upon the character and motives of Ca-
rausius. He is contemptuously spoken of as
the ¢pirate’ or the ‘pirate chief’ (‘archi-
pirata’), and his avarice and faithlessness are
not unjustly stigmatised. All the ancient
writers, however, recognise his ability in
nautical and military affairs. His motive in
seizing Britain and his position as ‘impera-
tor’ have been discussed by several modern
writers. ¢ Under his command,’ says Gib-
bon, ¢ Britain, destined in a future age to
obtain the empire of the sea, already as-
sumed its natural and respectable station of
a maritime power. Carausius certainly re-
lied upon his fleet, and he may possibly, in
the first instance, have fled to Britain merely
as to a harbour of refuge, without having any
ultimate designs upon the empire, but, in
any case, it is evident that he did not rest
content with being & mere ¢ king’ of Britain.

D
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Mr. Freeman (Norman Conguest, 1867, i.
163 ; 1877, i. 1389) well points out that Ca-
rausius, Maximus, and the other so-called
tyrants or provineial emperors, did not claim
any independent existence for any part of
the empire of which they might have gained
possession. ‘They were pretenders to the
whole empire if they could get it, and they
not uncommonly did get it in the end” ¢Ca-
rausius, the first British emperor, according
to this theory, held not only Britain but part
of Gaul’ ¢Britain and part of Gaul were
simply those parts of the empire of which
Carausius, a candidate for the whole empire,
had been able actually to possess himself.
At last Carausius was accepted as a colleague
by Diocletian and Maximian, and so became
a‘lawful Casar and Augustus.” ¢Allectus
was less fortunate; he never got beyond
Britain, and, instead of being acknowledged
as a colleague, he was defeated and slain by
Constantius,

Although Carausius ruled in Britain from
287 to 298, no lapidary inscriptions or other
monuments of his reign have at present
been discovered, with the exception of the
gold, silver, and copper coins which he issued
in large numbers. The testimony of these
coins confirms, and in some points supple-
ments, the scanty information derived from
the literary sources. Gibbon, in a note in the
¢ Decline and Fall,’ observes that ¢ asa great
number of medals (i.e. coins) of Carausius are
still preserved, he is become a very favourite
object of antiquarian curiosity, and every cir-
cumstance of his life and actions has been
investigated with sagacious accuracy,” How-
ever, until the latter part of the present
century the coins of Carausius were always
considered by numismatists as rarities, and
Gibbon had only before him the learned but
fanciful work of Dr. Stukeley—possibly also
that of Glenebrier—who made Carausius a
‘Welshman and gave him for a wife a lady
named Oriuna—a name which he arrived
at by misreading the word Fortuna on one
of the emperor’s coins. Even now, no com-
h)lete list of the coins of Carausius brought

own to the present date is in existence,
though a very large number may be found
engraved in the ¢ Monumenta Historica Bri-
tannica’ and in Roach Smith’s ¢ Collectanea
Antiqua.’ Cohen, in his ¢ Médailles impéri-
ales’ (first edition), gives a description of six
varieties in gold, forty-six in silver, and 242
in copger; but since this list was compiled,
about 1861, numerous additional specimens
have been discovered, especially in copper.
In particular, the very large hosrd of coins
unearthed by Lord Selborne in 1878 at
Blackmoor in Hampshire contained 545 coins

of Carausius, which included 117 varieties
not described by Cohen. Among the nume-
rous localities where coins of Carausius have
been discovered may be mentioned London
(some of the coins were found in the bed of
the Thames); Richborough ; Rouen (where
a hoard of late third-century coins, disco-
vered in 1846, contained 210 of Carausius);
St. Albans, Silchester, Strood, Wroxeter,
and different parts of Gloucestershire. Ca~
rausius struck his money at London, and at
a mint indicated by the letter ¢ C,’ probably
Camulodunum (Colchester) ; a number of
his coins give no indication of their place
of mintage. Rutupize and Clausentum have
by some been suggested as mints; but this
is doubtful. De Salis (Num. Chron. n. s.
vii, 57) would assign to 287-90 ? those coins
of Carausius which are ¢ without mint-marks
and mostly of inferior workmanship ;’ and to
the years 290 P—3 the gold and copper coins
with the mint-mark ofg London, and the cop-
per with the mint-mark of Camulodunum: the
‘gilver coins with the exergual mark RsR pro-
bably belong to this period and to the mint of
London.” If is not improbable that Carausius
struck coins with his name and titles even
before setting out from Boulogne for Britain.
There are two sets of coins which some wri-
ters have proposed to attribute to this period :
(1) a series é m the Rouen find) bearing a
portrait of Carausius differing from that on
the coins undoubtedly struck in Britain, and
(2) a number of specimens (from the Black-
moor and Silchester hoards) which are re-
struck on money of previous emperors (Gal-
lienus, Victorinus, Tetricus, &c.) Not having
a supply of metal ¢ blanks’ ready to hand at
Boufogne, Carausins may very well have
adopted the expedient og using the copper
coins which he found already in circulation,
stamping them over in from dies en-
%aved with his own devices and inscriptions.

e coins of Carausius as a whole are fairly
well executed for the period, though some
of the legends are blundered; they hardly,
however, warrant the assertion ofy Gibbon
that their issuer ¢ invited from the continent
a great number of skilful artists.” The legend
of the obverse’is almost invariably e, [or
IMP.0.] CARAVSIVS, P, F. AV6. Inrare instances
I or IN—probably for ¢ Invictus’—is added.
¢ Carausius’ may, from the evidence of the
coins, be considered as the true form of the
emperor’s name ; the author of thecgf:mmé
of the ¢De Cwmsaribus’ of Victor him
¢Charausio, and in medi@val and other
writers he is given such curious names as
¢ Caratius,’ ¢ Crausius, &c. %ee a list of these
in _GENEBRIER,"IDP. 5, 6). Nearly allmodern
writers—Stukeley; Pauly,‘Real-Encyclop.;’
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Smith, ¢Diet. Class. Biog.;” Madden, ¢ Hand-
book of Roman Coins ’—have stated that he
assumed the names of Marcus Aurelius Va-
lerius, names already borne by the Emperor
Maximian ; but the only authority for this
appears to be the inscription—very possibly
misread—on a coin referred to by Eckhel
(Doct. Num. Vet. viii. 47). Two specimens in
the Hunter collection at Glasgow (CoHEN,
Med. imp. vol. v.,¢Carausius,’ Nos. 192, 199)
are, however, said to read M[arcus] CARAVSIVS.
‘The obverse types of the coins of Carausius
cconsist of a portrait of himself which does
not appear to be much conventionalised ; it
is that of a sturdy soldier with a slight touch
of brutality. The head is in profile and is
either radiate or wreathed with laurel. Some
specimens with the legend VIRTVS CARAVSI[i]
display a nearly half-length figure of the em-
peror in armour, helmeted and radiate, and
with a shield on the left arm, and in the right
a javelin. A unique copper coin found at
Wroxeter, and now in the British Museum
(R. Smrrm, Collect. Antiqua, ii. 153, 154,
with engraving), shows the head of Carausius
full-face and bare; the workmanship is more
careful and the face has a look of greater
benignity than in the profile representations.
Historical deductions from the reverse
types of Carausius must be made with caution,
for the reason that many of these types are
more or less commonplace, and are not pecu-
liar to the British potentate. But a certain
number of types were undoubtedly originated
by Carausius himself, and others seem to be
historically significant. On one important
reverse type Carausius represents himself as
the ¢ long-looked for ’ deliverer welcomed by
Britannia, who stands holding a trident and
extends her hand to the new emperor; the
legend is ¢ EXPECTATE VENL' On another
specimen, with the type of the Wolf and
Twins, the ¢ Romanorum Renovatio’ is pro-
claimed ; or, again, the ‘Swculi Felicitas’
and the ¢ Liberalitas Augusti” Some of the
types and legends are of a warlike nature,
e.g. the ¢ Mars Ultor,” the ¢ Concordia Mili-
tum, the ‘Fides Militum, and on various
pieces the names of Roman legions are re-
corded. Types relating to nautical matters
are somewhatrare; Neptune occurs on several
coins, and one of the types is a galley with
its crew. Jupiter, and more especially the
Sun-god, seem to be the divinities usually
invoked by Carausius. There are also a
number of more or less hackneyed t;iges,
such as ¢ Victoria, ¢Pax,’ ‘Moneta,’ ¢ For-
tuna,’ ¢ Providentia.” It has been supposed
that the frequent occurrence of the ¢ Victoria’
and the ‘Pax’ (especially of the latter) is
due to actual events in the reign of Carausius,

such as a victory over or a peace concluded
with the Caledonians; but these conjectures
seem somewhat hazardous.

Of the early life of ALLECTUS (250°?-296),
the successor of Carausius, nothing what-
ever is recorded, though the portrait on his
coins enables us to select 250 as the ap-
proximate date of his birth. He is first in-
troduced to us as the right-hand man of
Carausius, but, having committed certain un-
pardonable offences, he assassinated Carau-
sius and seized the government. His reign
lasted for about three years only (293-
296). During its progress he issued a good
many coins, minting, like his predecessor, at
London and Colchester. According to Cohen
(whose estimate, however, does not take ac-
countof coins discovered since 1861), there are
ten varieties in gold and fifty-six in copper:
the so-called silver coins appear to be only
copper washed with silver. The obverses dis-
play the head of Allectus in profile, laureate.
Allectus takes the imperial style 1Mp. c.
ALLECTVS. P. F. Ave, His reverse types are
for the most part similar to those of his pre-
decessor ; it 1s noticeable, however, that the
type of the galley with rowers now becomes
extremely common, as if Allectus wished to
direct attention to his maritime resources.
His enemies, however, were maturing their
plans, and by 296 Constantius had his fleet
ready for action. To distract the attention
of Allectus, Constantius divided it into two
squadrons, one under his own command,
stationed at Boulogne, the other, at the
mouth of the Seine, under the command of
the preetorian preefect, Asclepiodotus. As-
clepiodotus sailed out first, and under cover
of a fog passed unobserved by the British
fleet, which lay off the Isle of Wight, and
effected a landing. Allectus immediately
bastened westward. With men wearied by
forced marches he encountered Asclepiodotus,
and was defeated and slain A.p.296. Lord
Selborne conjectures that the engagement
took place in or near Woolmer Forest in
Hampshire, and he supposes that it was just
before the fight that Allectus or some of his
officers hurriedly buried for safety the enor-
mous ¢ Blackmoor hoard,” consisting of more
than 29,788 coins, among which were ninety
of Allectus.

Shortly after the battle Constantius him-
self arrived, and Britain was restored to the
empire in the tenth year of the usurpation of
Carausius and Allectus.

[The ancient authorities are: Aurelius Victor,
De Cesaribus, c. 39, and the Epitome of the
De Ces. e. 40 ; Eutropius, Histor. Rom. Brev.
lib. ix. capp. 21, 22; the Panegyricus Maxi-
miano Here, dictus, capp. 11, 12, and the Paneg.
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Genethliacus Maxim, Aug, dict. ¢. 19, of the
so-called Mamertinus ; Eumenius, Panegyr, Con-
stantio Ceesari, capp. 6, 7, 12 ; Paneg. Constan-
tino, ¢. 5; Orosius, Histor. lib. vii. ¢, 25=
Bede Hist. Eccl. lib. i. cap. 6. Among mo-
dern writers see especially : Clinton, Fasti Ro-
mani, i. 330-5; Gibbon, Decline and Fall (ed.
'W. Smith), ii. 70-3; J. Roulez in Biographie
Nat. de Belgique; Monumenta Historica Britan-
nica (Chronological Abstract and Execerpta de
Britannia) ; Pauly, Real-Encyclopédie, s.v. ¢ Ca~
rausius ;’ Duruy,"Hist. des Romains, vi. 535-6,
540, 549, 550 ; the monographs of W. Stukeley

(Medallic History of Carausius, London, 17567-9, | C;

4t0), and Genebrier (Histoire de Carausius, Paris,
1740, 4to) are of very little value. For the coins,
see: Monumenta Hist. Brit. plates v—xiv, (Ca-
rausius), xv—xvii. (Allectus); C. Roach Smith,
Collectanea Antiqua, ii. 153, iv. 125,216, v. 152,
184, 241, vi. 130, vii. 223; Cohen, Mé&dailles
impériales (1861), v. 501-39, and vii. 360-2;
Akerman, Coins of the Romans relating to Britain
(1836), pp. 47-69, and his Descriptive Catal. of
Rom, Coins (1834),ii. 153-75; Numismatic Chro-
nicle (old series), reff. in Index ii. in vol. xx, ;
(new series) i. 86, 161, 1683, ii. 41, v. 108, vii.
57, xiv. 87, xvii, 139, xix. 44, and p. 18 (Pro-
ceedings) ; Journal of the Archmol. Assoc., reff.
in Index to vols., i-xxx.; Archzol. Journal, i.
183, ix. 194; various reff. in Archwologia of
Soe. of Antiq. ; British Museum Collection, Most
of the above sources also give information about
Allectus.]

CARBERY, Eazrt oF. [See VAuGHAN.]

- CARD, HENRY (1779-1844), miscella-
neous writer, born at Egham, Surrey, in 1779,
was educated at Westminster School and
Pembroke College, Oxford, where he entered
in 1797. He proceeded B.A.1800, M.A.1805,
B. and D.D. 1823 ( Cat. of Oxford Graduates).
In 1815 he was presented to the vicarage of
Great Malvern, Worcestershire, and in 1882
to that of Dormington, Herefordshire. He

- was elected a fellow of the Royal Society
2 March 1820 (Royal Society Lists of Council,
&c.), and was also fellow of the Society of
Antiquaries and of the Royal Historical
?oziety. He died at Great I\ga.lvem 4 Aug.

844,

He wrote: 1. ‘The History of the Revo-
lutions of Russia,’ 2nd ed. 1804, 2. ¢ His-
torical Outlines of the Rise and Establish~
ment of the Papal Power,” Margate, 1804.
8. ¢Thoughts on Domestic or Private Edu-
cation,” 1807. 4. ‘The Reign of Charle-
magne, considered chiefly with reference to
Religion, Laws, Literature, and Manners,’
1807. 5. ¢ Literary Recreations,’ Liverpool,
2nd ed. 1811. 6. ‘Beauford, or a Picture
of High Life, a novel,’ 2 vols, 1811, 7. ¢ An
Essay on the Holy Eucharist,’ 1814. 8, ‘The

Brother-in-Law, a comedy,” Lee Priory Pri-
vate Press,1817. 9. ¢ A Dissertation on the
Secrament of the Lord’s Supper, or the Re-
futation of the Hoadlyan Scheme of it,’ 4th
ed.1821. 10. ¢ The Uses of the Athanasian
Creed explained and vindicated, a sermon,’
4th ed. Vsorcester, 1825. 11. ¢ A Letter to
the Duke of Wellington on the Reasonable-
ness of a Church Reform, 1830. 12. ‘A
Dissertation on the Antiquities of the Priory
of Great Malvern, 1834.

[Gent. Mag. 1844, xxii. 651-2; Brit. Mus.
Jat.] F. W-r.

CARDALE, JOHN BATE (1802-1877)>
first apostle of the Catholic Apostolic church,
was born at 28 Lamb’s Conduit Street, Lon~
don, on 7 Nov. 1802. His father, William
Cardale, a solicitor, of 2 Bedford Row, Lon~
don, possessed considerable property ; he was
korn on 17 July 1777, and died at Harro-
gate in 1823, having married, in 1799, Mary
Anne Bennett. The son, who entered Rugby
School on 9 Nov. 1815, was articled to his
father in 1818, and admitted a solicitor in
Hilary term in 1824. For many years he
was the head of the firm of Cardale, Tiffe,
& Russell, of 2 Bedford Row, the solicitors
to Gray’s Inn and Rugby School; but in
1834 he retired with a competence to devote
his energies to other purposes. In 1830 the
minds of many people were much exercised
regarding a religious movement known as
‘speaking in the spirit in the unknown
tongues,’ which first manifested itself at Fer-
nicarry, Roseneath, Scotland. In September
Cardale, with other persons, went to Scot-
land to examine for himself into the truth of
the reports. He returned to London full
convinced as to the reality of the ¢spirit
gifts, and in October 1830 opened his own
house for weekly prayer meetings for the ¢ out-
pou.rinil of the spirit.’ At length, on 80 April.
1881, the first case occurred in London. Mis.
Cardale ‘spoke with great solemnity in a
tongue and %{rophesied, and others soon after
not only spoke but also ¢ sang in the spirit.’
These events were notified to Baptist Noel,
the minister of St. John’s, Bedford Row, with
a request for his sanction to the proceedings.
This he not only refused to give, but also
preached publicly against the gifts. Cardale
and his family soon after commenced attend-
ing the ministration of Edward Irving [gq.v.]
in the Caledonian chapel ; special services were
held in this chapel, Wli]ere soon after Edward
Oliver Taplin began ¢ speaking in the spirit in
an unknown tongue.’ ing at first doubted
about permitting these utterances, but found
it useless to offer any opposition, On Sunday,
16 Oct. 1831, at the morning service, in the
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g}'gsence of upwards of fifteen hundred people,
iss Hall ¢ spoke in an unknown tongue,’ and
caused aviolentexcitement. Cardale defended
Irving before the London presbytery of the
Scotch church, and after the verdict against
him ordained him in Newman Street, 5 April
1833, to be the ‘ angel’ or minister of that
chapel. At first the sect called themselves
the Church or the Catholic Church, but the
name was afterwards changed to the Catholic
Apostolic Church ; the general public, how-
ever, called it the Irvingite Church, and in
some booksitiscalled the Millennium Church.
Edward Irving neither had nor claimed to
have any hand in its foundation. Cardale
entered on his office of apostle at Christmas
1832, and for nearly a year was the sole re-
presentative of the twelve apostles. After
Mr. H. Drummond’s appointment as an
apostle, the seat of the central management
of the church was fixed at Albury in Surrey,
where he built a cathedral with a chapter-
house annexed. On 14 July 1835 the twelve
apostles, accompanied by seven prophets, re-
tired to Albury, and spent two years and a
half in consultetion. In 1838 the parts of
the world over which the church proposed to
itinerate were divided into sections named
after the tribes of Israel. England was
called the tribe of Judah, the seat of apo-
stolic government, and was assigned to Car-
dale, ¢ the pillar of the apostles.’ Each of the
apostles then entered on his special journey,
Cardale remaining in England to overlook
his tribe, and to be & centre of communica-
tion between the dispersed labourers. In
September 1842 aliturgy was adopted which
was in great part the work of Cardale, and
was compiled from ‘the law of Moses,’
and from the liturgies of the Greek, Latin,
and Anglican churches. Cardale continued
for many years working hard for the benefit
of the church, and visiting the congregations
throughout the United Kingdom. On 14 July
1877, on attending the forty-second comme-
moration of the ¢ Separation of the Twelve’
in Gordon Square, he was taken ill, and after
being removed to his house, Cooke’s Place,
Albury, died on Wednesday, 18 July 1877,
and was buried in Albury churchyard. The
loss to his church can hardly be estimated.
His strength of will, calmness and clearness
of judgment, and kindness of heart and
manner, added to the prestige of his long rule,
made him a tower of strength. He was in-
defatigable in labour, of which he accom-
plished ‘& vast amount ; besides Latin and
Greek, he was a good French and German
scholar, and late in life learnt Danish. He
appears to have been quite sincere in his
belief, and confident in the fulfilment of his

expectations. Besides being an apostle, he

was, like Henry Drummond, also a prophet.

He married on 9 Sept. 1824 Emma, second

daughter of Thomas William Plummer of

%{;pham. She died at Albury 31 March
3.

He was the author of the following works,
all of which are anonymous,and the majority
of which were printed for private circulation
only: 1, ‘A Manual or Summary of Special
Objects of Faith and Hope,’ 1843. 2. ¢The
Confession of the Church,’ 1848. 3. ‘ Read-
ingsonthe Liturgy, vol. i. 1849-51,and vol. ii.,
1852-78. 4. ¢ A Discourse delivered in the
Catholic Apostolic Church, Gordon Square,
on the occasion of consecrating the Altar and
opening the Church for Public Worship,’1853.
5. ¢Letters on certain Statements contained
in some late Articles in the “Old Church
Porch,” entitled Irvingism,’ 1855 ; reprinted,
1867. 6. ‘The Doctrine of the Eucharist as
revealed to St. Paul, 1856 ;’ second ed. 1876.
7. ¢ Three Discourses on Miracles and Miracu-
lous Power, 1856. 8. ¢A Discourse on Tithes,’
1858. 9. ¢The Unlawfulness of Marriage with
aDeceased Wife’s Sister, 1859. 10. ¢ Ministry
on All Saints,” 1859. 11. ¢ Notes on Reve-
lations, 1860. 12. ¢ Two Discourses at Al-
bury on certain Errors,’ 1860. 13. ¢ The Duty
of a Christian in the Disposal of his Income,’
1868. 14. ¢ The Certainty of Final Judg-
ment,’ 1864 ; second ed. 1864, 15. ¢The Cha-
racter of our present Testimony and Work,'
1865. 16. ‘Notes and Ministry on Office of
a Coadjutor, 1865. 17. ¢ Remarks on the Re-
publication of Articles from the ¢ Old Church
Porch,”? 1867. 18. ‘A Discourse on the Real
Presence,’ 1867 ; second ed. 1868. 19. ‘Re-
marks on the Lambeth Conference, 1868.
20. ¢The Church in this Dispensation, an Elec-
tion, 1868. 21. ¢ A Discourse on Holy Water,
and on the Removal of the Sacrament on the
Lord’s Day,’ 1868. 22. ¢ A Discourse on Pro-
phesying,’1868. 23. ¢ Christ’s Disciples must
suffer Tribulation, 1869. 24. ¢ The Fourfold
Ministry, 1871. 25. ¢ An Address to the
Seven Churches, 1878, 26. ¢ The Doctrine of
the Incaination, 1873, 27. ¢ A Short Sermon
on Wayr, 1876. 28. ‘Four Discourses to
Young Men. According to the census of
1851 the Catholic Apostolic church had
thirty congregations in England, and about
6,000 communicants. A calculation was
made in 1877 that the members of the church
in all countries amounted to 10,500, but
there are no means of checking the accuracy
of this statement. Miss Emily Cardale, sister
of Qardale, and a prophetess of the Catholic
Apostolic church, married Mr. James Hore,
and died at Western Lodge, Albury, on
18 April 1879, aged 71.
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[Mrs. Oliphant’s Life of Irving, 4th ed. pp. 356,
396, 398 ; Miller’s Irvingism (1878), i. 61 &e.,
ii. 416; Baxter’s Irvingism, its Rise and Pro-
gress (1836); The Old Church Porch (1854), i.
87, 206 ; The Morning Watch (1830), ii. 869~
873 ; Law Times (1877), Ixiii. 272, 297 ; Satur-
day Review, 28 July 1877, pp. 104-5; Clemeqt
Boase’s Catalogue of Books relating to Catholic
Apostolic Church (1885), pp. 9-12; private in-
formation. ] G. C. B.

CARDALE, PAUL (1705-1775), dis-
senting minister, was born in 1705. Aspland
conjectures that he was the son of Samuel
Cardale of Dudley, appointed in 1701 an
original trustee of the presbyterian meeting-
house. He was educated at the dissenting
academy of Ebenezer Latham, M.D., held at
Findern, Derbyshire, from 1720. Very early
in life he became an assistant minister among
the presbyterians at Kidderminster. His
manuscripts show that he preached there as
early as 29 May 1726. At this time his
views, in accordance with his education,
were Calvinistic. He was invited in 1733
by the presbyterians of Evesham to succeed
his fellow-student, Francis Blackmore, M.A.,
who had removed in 1730 to Coventry. The
congregation was small, but after Cardale’s
settlement it became strong enough to build
a new meeting-house, of no great propor-
tions, in Oat Street (licensed 11 Oct. 1737).
Cardale’s first series of sermons after the
opening was circulated in manuseript, and
ultimately published. It is clear that he had
now got rid of his Calvinism. Cardale’s name
does not figure in the religious history of his
time. Most of his publications were anony-
mous, and he was intimately known only to
a very few literary divines. One of these
was John Rawlins, M.A., an orthodox divine
of catholic sympathies, as his writings prove,
who among other preferments held the per-
%}etual curacy of Badsey, two miles from

vesham. His closest friend, away from his
own neighbourhood, was Caleb Fleming,
D.D., who shared his opinions, and frequently
went down from London to visit him. Priest-
ley, to whom Cardale sent two pieces for the
¢ Theological Repository,’ did not know him
personally. Yet the influence of Cardale’s
writings on the theology of the midland pres-
byterians was decisive. To him, more than
to any other, is due the early prevalence of
Socinian as distinet from Arian views among
the latitudinarian dissenters of that district.
The manuscript of his most important pub-
lication, ‘True Doctrine,” was revised by
Lardner (see his Memoirs, 1769, p. 114).
He was not a popular preacher, and probably
did not covet that distinction. His elocution
was bad, and Job Orton affirms that his

¢learned, critical, and dry discourses’ reduced
his hearers at the last to about twenty people,
and that he pursued his studies to the neglect
of pastoral duties. But even Orton praises his
‘good sense’ and ¢ good temper,’ while Priest-
ley writes to Lindsey that ¢ he is, by all ac-
counts, a most excellent man.” Latterly, his
sedentary habits impaired his health, but his
mind was keen. On 28 Feb.1775 he put the
finishing touch to a work which he had been
elaborating for a couple of years, and, retiring
to rest, passed away in sleep before dawn on
‘Wednesday, 1 March. He was buried in the
north aisle of All Saints’, Evesham, where is
a remarkable epitaph written by his friend
Rawlins, which describes him ‘as a chris-
tian, pious and sincere; as a minister of the
gospel, learned and indefatigable;” and adds
that the virtue of charity ‘ gave a lustre of
grace and goodness to all his actions.” Car-
dale married Sarah Suffield, a lady of some
property, three years his senior, who died
without issue about 1767. Aspland remarks
that it was not till after her death that he
began to publish his heresies. Portraits of
Cardale and his wife were long preserved at
Dudley by the Hughes family, and are now
the property of the Evesham congregation.
Judging by the portrait, Cardale had a good
presence; his physiognomy expresses great
tenacity of purpose. He published: 1.‘The
Gospel Sanctuary,’ 1740, 8vo (seven sermons
from Ex. xx. 24). 2. ‘A New Office of De-
votion,” &c., 1758, 8vo (anon.) 8. ¢‘The
Distinctive Character and Honour of the
Righteous Man,’ &c., 1761, 8vo (funeral ser-
mon from Matt. xiii. 43, for Rev. Francis
Blackmore). 4. ¢ The True Doctrine of the
New Testament concerning Jesus Christ,’ &c.,
1767,8vo, 2nd ed. 1771, 8vo (anon. ; has pre-
fatory essay on private judgment, and appen~
dix on Jo.i. The main argument is in the
form of a letter, and signed ¢ Phileleutherus
Vigorniensis’). 5. ¢ A Comment upon . . .
Christ’s Prayer at the close of his Public
Ministry, 1772, 8vo (anon.) 6. ¢ A Trea-
tise on the Application of certain Terms
+ -+ to Jesus Christ,” &c., 1774, 8vo (anon.)
Posthumous was 7. ¢‘An Enquiry whether
we have any Scripture-warrant for a direct
Address ... . to the Son or to the Holy Ghost?’
&c., 1776, 8vo (edited by Fleming; prefixed
is a short notice of Cardale, and appended is
aletter (1762) from Lardnerto Fleming on the
personality of the Holy Ghost). His contri-
butions to the ¢ Theological Repository ' are
¢The Christian Creed’ in vol. i. 1769, p. 136,
and ‘A Critical Inquiry* into Phil. ii. 6,
in vol. ii. 1771, pp. 141, 219. Cardale be-
queathed his manuscripts to Fleming, Ex-
cept the ‘Enquiry,’ which was ready for
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press, they were chiefly devotional. Fleming,
who died in 1779, aged 80, finding that his
infirmities would prevent him from making
a selection for the press, formed the inten-
tion of returning the papers to Cardale’s
executors, one of whom was the Rev. James
Kettle of Warwick, a native of Evesham

(d. about 1805). Priestley on 12 May 1789 |

writes to Toulmin: ‘I received from Mr.
Lindsey some time ago a small volume, 12mo,
of Mr. Cardale’s devotional compositions.’
Aspland treats this as a posthumous publi-
cation, but there is no other trace of it. It
would seem that Toulmin was engaged on a
memoir of Cardale, but it never appeared.
In 1821 Timothy Davis, minister of Oat
Street chapel, Evesham, had a diary and
other papers of Cardale, all in shorthand.

[Fleming’s Few Strictures, prefixed to the
Enquiry, 1776 ; Aspland’s Brief Memoir of Car-
dale, 1852, reprinted from the Christian Re-
former; Monthly Repos. 1821, p. 527 ; Christian
Moderator, 1827, 241; Rutt’s Mem. of Priestley,
1831,1.133,18382,1i. 19, 23; Sibree and Caston’s
Independency inWarwickshire, 1855, 131; manu-
script notes by Sergeant Heywood, in his copy of
the True Doctrine (afterwards in the possession
of Bishop Turton).] A. G.

CARDER, PETER (7. 1577-1586),
mariner, of St. Verian in Cornwall, was, ac-
cording to his own story, a seaman of the
Pelican with Drake when she sailed from
England on her voyage round the world in
November 1577. In October 1578, the ship
being then in the Straits of Magellan, Carder
was one of eight men in the pinnace who in
a gale lost sight of the ship, and, not being
able to find her again, made the mainland
and followed along the shore to St. Julian,
living on shell-fish and such fish as they
could catch. From St. Julian they made
their way to the river Plata, and crossing to
the north side wandered into the woods,
leaving two men in the boat. They fell in
with the natives, who attacked them, cap-
tured four of the party, and chased the others
to the boat, in which they managed to escape,
though all badly wounded. They got to a
small island some three leagues distant from
the shore, where two of the wounded men
died, Carder and another, William Pitcher
by name, being left the sole survivors. A
gale came on and smashed their boat on the
rocks, and for some two months they sup-

orted life on sand eels, little crabs, and a
fruit resembling an orange, but for want of
water they were reduced to the most direful
straits. At length some driftwood came
ashore, they managed to make a raft, and,
provisioning it as they best could, put to
sea. It was three days and two nights be-

fore they reached the land, when, coming
to ‘a little river of very sweet and pleasant
water,” Pitcher drank to such excess that he
died within half an hour. Carder after this
met with a tribe of savages who received him
as a friend. He stayed with them for some
time, learned their language, taught them to
make and use shields and clubs—for before
they were armed only with bows and arrows
—and led them against a neighbouring tribe,
which they completely defeated, ang took
many prisoners, most of whom they roasted
and devoured. Afterwards he was permitted
to leave this tribe, and made his way north-
wards to Bahia and Pernambuco, whence
after some delay he embarked for Europe;
and so, 